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'■» Upon llio pelitlon of iho County of Fairfax an appeal aiul
^■•^■nper.^vdias iS: awartbid it from a docroe entered ])y the' Cir
cuit Court of Fail-fax county on tlie 19tli day of boconiber,
1950, in a certain annoxatiou proceeding- tliou tliereiu depend
ing AvJim-oiii tbo City of A.lexandria Avas plaintiff and the said
petitioner was defendant.
roirio OTurt ol appeals
RECORD
Filed l-\, 195Q. i
'' M ■■ THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR.,"
■j. 'If Clerk ol' the Circuit Court of Fairfas;
'u(i- ■h' County, Va.
Virginia:
In the Circuit Court of the County of I'aiifax.
City of Alexandria
r.
County of Fairfax ;
PETITION FOR iNNENATION OF CERTAIN TliRRI- ,
TORY IN THE COHNTY OF FAIRFAX TO THE
CITY OF iVLEXANDRIA. -
To the IToiiorable Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax:
V' ,
The petition of the City of Alexandria, a municipal corpo- '
ration created under the laws of the Commohwealtii of Vii-''
ginia, respectfully represents: "
(1) That on the 22iid day of March, 1950, the Honorable
Council of the City of Alexandria adoi'ted an ordinance by a
I'ecorded ailirniative vote of a majority of all the nieinbers
elected to said Council, wlierem tlio said Council declared that
the City of Alexandria desires to annex, pursuant to the
provisions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of tlie Co<lo of Virginia,
1950, certain territory in the County of Fairfax adjacent tO'
the corporate limits of the City of Alexandria,
(2) That a copy of the aforesaid ordinance certified by the
City Clerk of the Council of tlie City of Alexandria is filed
with and j-trayed to be read as a part of this i^etition as if
coi)ied herein hac verha.
(5) That the metes and bounds of the territory to be an
nexed are accurately described in said ordinance,
page 2 }- (4) That the necessity for and the oxpedioney of
annexing said teri'itory to the City of Alexandria is
specifically set forth in tlie said ordinance attached hei-cto and
to which s]jc(nfic referGnco is hereto made.
(5) That the terms and conditions upon which the City of
County of Fail-fax ™jity of Alexauclvia
Alc^^ndria desivos to aniiedBie sa^ territoi^ and^lie prur
visions -vvliicli it desiVes to fo| tlie future ina|iag'onient
and iniprovcmont thereof are also specifically sot for|h in said
ordinance whicli is attacliod hereto and to which specific ref
erence is herebv made. j
y  !'
. Wherefore, the City of Alexandria prays that all proceed-'?
jng's required by Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of Virginia,
1950, be bad, and tliat said territory be annexed to the City
of Alexandria in accordance with the provisions of said Code.
CITY OF ALEXA^BfelA
IBy FKANKLIK P. BACI^.'S,
i  I i -' r k ^ ■
V FLOYD WILLIAM, p. qf " ^
HORACE H. EDWARDS, <1^
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AX ORDIXAXCE to provide for th^Pttension of the cor
porate limits of the City of Alexandn%Virginia, in pursu
ance of the proyisious of Title 15, C
Virginia,..Hb50, hf" llie annexation of
Oountyj'of Eairmx, ̂ r^nia, to, set
honnds of the; ti^rit^y opposed to
sity for and the ofi^sa^
and conditions upoUl^diiPi tft^fTi
territory, as well as the .pi-oyisions-i0
.future •management and iifiprovcmenti
8, of the Code of
ain territory in the
ill Hie metes and
acquired, the nocos-
catjon and tlie terms
siiis to annex sucli
ichVare made for its
THE CITY COUNCIL OF ALEXANDRIA HBIREBY
ORDAINS;
L
That llio Council of tlie Cily of Alexandria, a municipal
corporation, hei-eby declares that it desires to annex, in }nir-
snanee of the provisions of Title 15, Chapter S, of the (^ode
of Virginia, 1950, certain territory lying in tlio County of
Fairfax, which territory is adjacent to tlie present corporate
limits of the Citv of Alexandria.
II.
The metes and bounds of the territory proposed 1>y this or
dinance to be acquired from the County of Fairfax are ac-
cnratelv described as follows;
t
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Beginning at the same stone which marks the point of he-
ginning of the present Corporate limits of the City of Alex-
aiutria, the said stone being located at the intersection of the
southerly line of Little River Turnpike (Duke Street ex
tended) and the easterly line of Roberts Lane,, the said stone
also being located in accordance with the provisions of Sec
tion 55-287 tlirougb Section 55-297, iiicliisivo, of the Code of
Virginia (1950), by Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone,
as North 417,882.28 feet, East 2,407,4:13.70 feet as determined
from the position of U. S. Coast and Geodetic Survey Triaugu-
latioii Station ̂ 'Temple 1934", (all conrses and distances and
coordinates herein described are determined in accoi-dance
with the requirements of the aforesaid Virginia Co-ordinate
System, North Zone,) and running thence with the present
Corporation line and the easterly line of Roberts Lane and
the extension of said line southwardly south 7° 02' 21" east
1987.90 feet to a point in the pi-esent (kirporate limits of the
City of Alexandria described as lying in the meander line
of Cameron Run (Hunting Creek), the coordinates
page 4 \ of said point are N 415,909.35 E 2,407,077.31; thence
running south (C 18' 30" west 112.04 I'oet to a point
in the middle of the present channel of the aforesaid Cameron
Run, the coordinates of said point are N 415,798.00 E 2,407,-
665.00; tlience running generally with the present iiioandors
of the aforesaid Run and more particularly with the follow
ing courses and distance to points hereinafter described by
coordinates, thence, soiitli 49° 00' 10" west 455.78 feet to a
point, whose coordinates are N 415,499.00 E 2,407,321.00;
thence south 50° 41' 40" west 249.4:3 feet to a point, whoso
('oordinates are N 415,;341.0() E 2,40<,128.00; tlience south
17° 31' 30" west 239.10 foot to a point, whose coordinates are
N 415,113.00 E 2,407,056.00'; thence south 27° 3tl' 40" west
163.71 feet to a point, whose coordinatos are N 414,968.00' E
2,406,980.00; thence soutii 42° 44' 40" west 89.87 feet to a
])oint, whose coordinales are N 414,902.00 E 2,406,919.00;
tlience south 61° 14' 00" west 290.90 foot to a point whose co-
ordinantes are N 414,762.01 E 2,40(),664.00; thence north 81°
56' 00" west. 128.27 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N
414,780.01 E. 2,406,537.00; thence south 87° 48' 30" west 20i).15
feet to a ])oint, whose coordinates are N 414,772.01 E 2,406,-
328.00; thoru^e north 39° 12' 3(r west 49.04 feet to a point,
whose coordinates are N 414,810.01 E 2,406,297.00; thence
north 15 56' 40" east 138.32 feet to a point, whoso coordinates
arc N 414,!)43.01 E 2,406,;135.00; thence north 47° 15' 00" west
234.23 feet to a point, wliose coordinates are N 415,102.01 E
2,406,163.00; thence north 85° 23' 40" west 149.48 feet to a
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point, whose coovdiiiates are N 415,114.01 E 2,406,014.00;
thence north 45° 35' 10" west 138.60 feet to a point, whose
coordinates are N 415,211.01 E 2,405,915.00; thence north 2"
57' 20" west 155.21 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N"
415,366.01 E 2,405,907.00; thence north 55° 22' 30" west 102.08
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,424.01 E 2,405,-
823.00; thence north 87° 43' 50" west 227.18 feet to a point,
whose coordinates are N 415,433.01 E. 2,405,596.00; thence
north 65° 22' 40" west 79.20 feet to a point, whose coordinates
are N 415,466.01 E 2,405,524.00; thence south 81° 42' 10" west
97.02 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,452.01 E
2,405,428.00; thence noj-th 42° 03' 50" west 110.45 feet to a
point, whose coordinates are N 415,534.01 E 2,405,354.00;
thence north 81° 09' 30" west 2v3.25 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates are N 415,576.01 E 2,405084.00; then south 69° 34'
00" west 54.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,-
557.01 E 2,405,033.00; thence north 73° 04' 20" west 312.54
feet to a point, whoso coordinates are X 415,648.01 E 2,404,-
734.00; thence north 38° 56' 30" west 127.28 feet to a point,
whose coordinates are X 415,747.01 E 2,404,654.00;
page 5 } thence soutli 81° 52' 10" west 127.28 feet to a point,
whose coordinates are X 415,729.01 E 2,404,528.00;
thence north 25° SC 50" west 146.26 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates are X 415,861.01 E 2,404,465.00; thence due west
105.00 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,861.01 E
2,404,360.00; thence south 74° .52' 00" west 164.71 feet to a
point, wliose coordinates are X 415,818.01 E 2,404,201.00;
thence north 67° 02' 20" west 412.70 feet to a point, whose
coordinates are X 415,9/9.01 E 2,403,821.00; thence south 17°
10' 30" west 115.13 feet to a point, whoso coordinates are X
415,869.01 E 2,403,787.00; tiience south 85° 39' 00" west 92.27
feet to a point, whoso coordinates are X 415,862.01 E 2,403,-
695.00;' thence north 41° 36' 40" west 215.34 foot to a point,
whose cooi-dinates are X 416,023.01 E 2,403,552.00; thence
north 28° 48' 00" west 217.96 feet to a point, whose coordinates
are X 416,214.01 E 2,403,447.00; thence north 64° 21' .30"
west 83.19 feet to a point, whose coordinates are X 416,250.01
E 2,403,372.00; thence north 37° 82' 22" west 359.42 feet to a
point, whoso coordinates are X 416,535.01 E 2.403,153.00;
thence north 53° 00' 00" west 264.20 feet to a point, wliose
coordinates are X 416,694.01 E 2,402,942.00; thence north 4°
21' 20" east 197.57 feet to a point, whose coordinates are X
416,891.01 E 2,402,957.00; thence north 61° 57' 10" west 138.23
feet to a point, whose coordinates are X 416,956.01 E 2 402 -
835.00; thence north 27° 10' 50" west 207.97 foot to a point,
wliose coordinates are 'X 417,141.01 E 2,402,740.00: thence
north 56° 47' 10'  west 266.55 foot to a point, whose coordinate.s
:.4
Arc X 417,287.01 E 2,402,517.00; thence north 30® 40' 1(P' west
thence soulh 38® 08' 40" west 242.8G feet to a point, whose
eooi'dinates are N 417,125.02 E 2,402,221.99; thence south 87®
04' 50" west 294.38 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N
417.110.03 E 2,401,927.99; thence north 30® 04' 10^ west 109.77
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,205.03 E 2,401,-
872.99; thence north 83® 47' 50" west 231.35 feet to a point,
wliose coordinate.? are N 417,230.03 E 2,401,642.99; thence
south 87® OT 20" west 346.47 feet to a ]:)oint, wliose coordinates
are X 417,212.03 E 2,401,296.99; thence north 41° 55' 40" west
145.16 feet to a point, whose coordinates are X 417,320.03 E
2,401,199.99; thence north 63® 37' 30" west 407.41 feet to a
point, whose coordinates are N 417,501.02 E 2,400,834.99;
thence south 66 38' 50" west 295.18 feet to a point, wliose
coordinates are X 417,384.01 E 2,400,563.99; tiience south 55®
51' 50" west 142.56 feet to a point, whose coordinates are X
417,304.01 E 2,400,445.99; thence south 43® 41' 00" west 246.14
feet to a point., whose coordinates are X 417,126.01 E 2,400,-
275.99; thence south 23® 17' 00" west 179.63 feet to
page 6 } a point, whose coordinates are X 416,961.01 E 2,400,-
204.99; thence north 65° 22' 00" west 477.45 feet to
a point, whose coordinates are N 417,160.02 E 2,399,770.99;
tlienco north 54® 18' 40" west 533.12 feet to a point, wliose
coordinates are N 417,471.03 E 2,399,337.99; thence north 56®
37' 40" west 249.07 feet to a point, whose coordinates are X
417.608.04 E 2,399,129.99; tlience north 47° 42' 30" west 209.54
feet to a ijoint, whose coordinates are N 417,749.04 E 2.398,-
974.99; thence north 66° 49' 40" west 279.55 feet to a point,
whoso cooidinates are K 417,859.04 E 2,398,717.99; thence
north 81° 07' 40" west 207.48 feet to a point, whose eooi'dinates
are X 417,891.04 E 2,398,512.99; thence south 49° 32' 20" west
134.06 feel to a point, wliose coordinates are X 417,804.04 E
2,398,410.99; thence iiortli 89° 21' 00" west 88.01 feet lo a
point, whose coordinates are X 417,805.04 E 2,398,322.99;
thence south 30° 31' 20" west 200.83 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates are X 417,632.04 E 2,398,220.99; thence soutli 76°
08' 40" west 308.99 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N
417,558.04 E 2,397,920.99; thence south 47° 55' 10" w(!st 138.78
foot to a point, whose coordinates are X 417,465.03 E 2,397,-
817.99; tiionce south 83° 48' 10" west 176.03 feet to a point,
whoso eooi'dinates are X 417,*146.03 E 2,397,642.99; thence
north 83° 36' 00" west 323.01 feet to a point, whoso coordinates
are N 417,482.04 E 2,397,321.99; thence north 82° 43' 20" west
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t^2o.61 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,523.04 E
2,397,000.1)9; theuce north 50° 51' 50" west 318.44 feet to a
point, wliose coordinates are N" 417,724.03 E 2,396,753.99;
thence north 34° 33' 20" west 128.71 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates ai-e N 417,830.03 E 2,396,680.99; thence south 81°
55' 50" west 53.41 feet to a point, in the northerly line of the
right-of-Avay of the Eiclnnond Fi'edericksburg and Potomac
Railroad, the eooi-diiiates of said point are N 417,822.53 E
2,396,628.11; thence running generally with the said north
erly line of the Klchnioud Fredin-icksburg and Potomac Rail
road right-of-way and more particularly with the following
courses and distances to points hereinafter described by co-
oi'dinates, south 51° 40' 40" west 663.73 feet to a point of
cuiwe, whose coordinates are N" 417,410.96 E 2,396,107.39;
tlience continuing along the arc of a curve to the light whose
radius is 8499.00 feet, and Avhosc chord bearing and chord
are south 52 " 48' 09" west and 333.65 feet, respectively, a dis
tance of 333.67 feet to a point, whoso coordinates are N 417,-
209.25 E 2,395,841.62; theuce south 36° 04' 22" east 15.00 feet
to an iron bar, whose coordinates are N 417,197.13 E 2,395,-
850.45; thence along the arc of a curve to the right whose
radius is 8513.99 wc.st and whose chord bearing and chord are
south 59° 55' 14" west and 1777.95 feet, respectively, a distance
of 1781.18 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 416.306.02
E 2,394,311.93; thence south 0° 31' 40" east 5.43
page 7 }■ foot to a point on a curve to the right, the coordi
nates of said point are N 416,300.59 E 2,394,311.98;
thence along the arc of said curve to tlio right wliose radius
is 8518.99 feet and whose chord bearing and chord are south
71" 34' 58" west and 1678.69 feet, respectively, a distance of
1681.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 415,770.23 E
2.392,719.27; thence north 12° 45' 46" west 35.00 feet to a
point on a cur\'e to the right, the coordinates of said point
are N 415,804.37 E 2,392,711.54; thence along the arc of said
cui've to the right whose radius is 8484.00 feet and wliose
cliord hearing and chord are south 78° 08' 57" west and 270.06
foot, respectively, a distance of 270.09 feet to a point, whose
coordinates arc X 415,748.91 E 2,392,447.24; theuce south 79=
40" west 1025.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates are
K 415,554.38 E 2,391,440.74; thence south 4° 17' 00" east 30.20
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,524.26 E 2,391,-
443.00; thence south 79° 03' 40" west 3302.03 feet to an iron
pipe set in the northerly right-of-way line of the Richmond
Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad and in a line of the
land of the Soulhern Railway, the coordinates of said pipe
in the Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone, are North
414,897.63 feet East 2,388,200.98 feet; thence leaving the
-r^ ̂  vT*
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nortlierly right-of-way line of the Eiehmoncl Fredericksbnrg:
and Potomac Railroad and running with a line of the land
of the Southern Railway and crossing the land of, and main
line tracks of, the said Southern Railway north 3^ 48' 44"
west 945.93 feet to a point in the northerly line of the right-
of-way of the said Southern Railway and a corner to the lands;
knowa as the A. F. Saiun Estate and the land formerly owned
hy Frank Mitchell, tlie coordinates of said point arc N 415,-
H41.50 E 2,388,138.08; thence running with the aforesaid
northerly right-of-way line south 70" 25' 23" west 605.71 feet
to a point, the coordinates of which are North 415,638.51 feet
East 2,387,567.39"feet; thence leaving the said northerly right-
of-way line and crossing the land of the aforeinoutioiied A. F.
Saum Estate and running generally with the easterly line of
the land of McDowell noi'th 21" 07' 03" west 2150,0i feet tO'
a point in the southerly line of the Edsall Road (Route 648),.
the coordinates of said i)oint are N 417,644.16 E 2,386,792.77;
tlience crossing the aforesaid Pklsall Road and running south
77" 19' 38" west 251,16 feet to an iron pipe iu the line between
the lands of Biggci's and Stulz, the coordinates of said pipo
are N 417,589.06 pj 2,,386,547.73; thence running generally
with the line of BIggers and Stulz north 11" 24' 13" west
1748.59 feet to an iron pipe, whose coordinates arc N 419,-
303.14 E 2,386,202.00; thence north 79" 03' 55" east 149.77
feet to a stone wliich lies on the westerly side of an outlet
road, the coordinates of said stone are N 419,331.55 E 2,386,-
349.05; thence north 1" 55' 3(>" east 893.17 feet to a concrete
right-of-way inonniiient of the Comnionwoalth of Virginia
Department of Highways marking the soiitlicasterly line of
Service Road No. 4 of the Heniy (1. Shirley Me-
page 8 [ morial Plighway System (Route 350); the coordi
nates of said monument on the Virginia Co-ordinate
System, Novtli Zone, are North 420,224.19 feet East 2,386,-
379.07 feet; thence crossing said Service Road and said Shir
ley Highway nortii 1" 31' 56" cast 451.39 feet to a point in the
line between lots 3 and 4 of the division of the land of Wil
liam H. Lewis, tlie coordinates of said point are N 420,675.45
E 2,386,391.12: thence with tlie lino hetvv^eeii the northerly
line of the said Lot 4 north 70^ 02' 00" west 1150.50 feet te
the southerly corner of Lots 6 and 7 of the aforesaid dmsion
of the land of William H. Lewis, the coordinates of said cor
ner are N 421,068.32 E 2,385,309.77; thence running generally
with the line between the aforesaid Lots 6 and 7 north 28"
48' 00" east 1174.48 feet to the soutlioasterly corner of the
land of Anita J. Lewis, also a corner to Ronald Ijowis, the
coordinates of said corner are N 422,097.52 PI 2.385,875.58;
thence generally with the lands of the said Anita LewLs and
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Ronald Lewis north 61° 1'2' 00" west 135.46 feet, to a point
wiiose coordinates are N 422,162.78 E 2,385,756.88; thence
north 28° 48' GO" east 237.23 feet to a point in the southerly
line of the Little River Turnpike (Route 236), the coordinates
of said point are N 422,370.67 E 2,385,871.17; thence crossing
the said Turnpike and the lands of Orndorff, S. R. Johnston,
James Foster and the land formerly owned by Emily Smoot,
nortli 5° 45' 04" west 2261.29 feet to a point 300 feet south
westerly from the Lincolnia Road (Route 613), the coordi
nates of said point are N 424,620.58 E 2,385,644.57: thence
with a line 300 feet southwesterly from and i:)a]'allel to the
said Lincolnia Road noi'th 27° 39' 00" west 245.01 feet to a
point, whose coordinates are N 424,837.61 E 2,385,5-30.87;
thence north 62° 21' 00" east 330.00 foot to a point in the north
easterly line of the said Lincolnia Road and in the roadway
lying on the easterly side of the Lincolnia Heights Subdivi
sion, the coordinates of said point are N 424,990.75 E 2,385,-
823.18; thence along the said roadway and the extension
thereof nortli 18° 46' 47" east 2873.21 feet to a point in the
land of W. L. Clarke, the coordinates of said point are X
427,711.06 E 2,386,748.15; thence continuing through the land
of the said W. L. (Jarke to the line of the land of F. S. Smith
and with said F. S. Smith laiid soutli 70° 42' 43" cast 2120.89
feet to a point in the meanders of Holmes itnii, the coordinates
of said point are N 427,010.49 E 2,388,749.99; thence with the
meanders of said Run north 16° 34' 20" west 277.85 feet to a
point, whose coordmales are X 427,276.80 E 2,-388,670.74
tlience leaving said Holmes Run and ruimlng through the
land of S. J. Gordon, the land formerly owned by R. E.
Ankers, Jr., the land of M. A. Ankers and the land of R. F.
Rosen north 67° 50' 58" east 1208.64 feet to a point whose
coordinates are N 427,732.59 E 2,389,790.18, which point is
also the oastorly corner common to the land of said
page 9 Rosen and the land formerly owned by D. S. Bart-
lett; thence running generally witli the sontlieast-
erly lino of Bartlott and the northAveslerly line of the land
of G, H. Lacy north 38° 47' 41" east 776.'64 feet to a point,
wliose coordinates are X 428,337.90 E 2,390,276.77; thence
crossing the land of H. A. Tjockridge and the land now or
formerly owned hy Lydia_ Hoffman north 32° 56' 06" east
858.19 feet to an iron bar in the westerly line of a 30 foot
road, the coordinates of said iron bar are X 429,058.17 E
2,390,743.36; thence crossing said road and miming soutli
66° 05' 42" east 38.45 feet to an iron pipe at the westerly end
of the line between Lots 2 and 3 of tlic Wheat Subdivision,
the coordinates of said iron pipe are X 429,042.42 E 2,.390,-
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778.54; tlienee generallv wilJi the lino between the aforesaid
Lots 2 and 3 north 73^*27' 4ir cast 902.00 feet to a point in
tlie southwcsterlv line of Davis Avenue, the coordinates of
said point are N 429,299.30 E 2,391,643.1!); thence with the
said line of Davis Avenue north 32^ 25' 44" west 312.50 feet
to a point whose coordinates are N 429,503.13 E 2,391,475.01;
thence crossing Davis Avenue and running generally with
certain lot lines in Block 3 of the Dowden Subdivision north
00° 03' 43" east 260.68 feet to a point, whose coordinates are
N 429,693.23 E 2,391,701.51; thence north 29° 56' 1/" west
16.34 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 429,707.39 E
2,391,693.36; theneo north 00° 03' 43" east 213.39 thet to a
jjoint in the southwesterly line of King Boulevard, the co
ordinates of said point are N 429,813.89 E 2,391,878.28; thence
with the said southwesterly line of King Boulevard south
29 56' 17" east 48.80 feet to a point, whose coordinates are
i\' 429,771.60 E 2,391,902.63; thence crossing said Boulevard
and running generally with certain lot lines of Block 4 of
the Dowden Subdivision north 60° 03' 43" east 588.00 feet
to a point, wlioso coordinates are N 430,065.05 E 2,392,412.17;
tlicnce nortli 29' 56' 17" west 55.00 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates are N 430,112.71 E 2,392,884.72; thence north 60°
03' 43" east 213.93 feet to a jjoint in the southwesterly line
of Seminary Road (Route 716), the coordiuates of said point
X 430,219.47 E 2,392,570.10: thence crossing Seniinary
Road north 21° 07' 40" east 58.18 feet to a point whose co
ordinates ai-e N 430,273.74 E 2,392,591.07, which point is also
a corner of the lands of Steel and Davis; thence generally
with their line and the land formerly known as the Washing
ton Forest Properly north 67° 46' 46" east 3230.48 feet to a
stone whose coordinates are N 431,495.42 E 2,395,581.64, which
stone also lies in the southerly line of the Leeshurg Turnpike
(Route 7): thence crossing said road and running nortli 55°
50' 10" east 69.09 feet to a point in the northerly line of the
said Leeshurg Turnpike, li)e coordiuates of said point are N
431,534.22 E'2,395,638.81; thence uortli !)° 13' 10" east 500.43
feet to a point in the Arlington-Fairfax line, the
page 10 [ coordinates of said point are X 432,028.19 E 2,395,-
718.99; thence with said Arlington-Fairfax line
south 46° 09' 10" east 1505.47 feet to a set stone, whose coordi
nates are N 430,985.29 E 2,396,804.72, which stone is enclosed
in an iron iVrice, an original boundary stone of the District of
Columbia; tlionee continuing with said line south 45° 39' 45"
east 5380.80 feet to a sot stone whose coordinates are X
427,224.74 E 2,400,653.26, which stone is enclosed in an iron
fence; thence continuing with the said Arlington-Fairfax line
south 45° 53' 41" east 2408.06 feet to a point wliosc coordi-
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nates are N 425,548.78 F 2,402,582.40, Avhich point, is in the
present Corporate limits of the City of Alexandria and lies
in the center line of Braddoek Hoad; thence with the center
line of Braddoek Road and tlie present Corporate Limits of
the City of Alexandria, north. 85 ' 12' 34" w-est 358.26 feet to
a stone sot in the westerly line of Quaker Lane, wliose co-
oi-dinates are N 425,578.56 E 2,402,025.42; thence with the
aforesaid Corporate Limits and the westerly line of Quaker
Lane south 4'^ 23' 07" west 3827.81 feet to a ])oint whose co
ordinates are N 421,762.10 E 2,401,732.70; tJience south 6°
oO' 00" east 2886.44 feet to a point in the northerly line of
the Little River Turnpike, the coordinates of said xjoint are
X 418,806.02 K 2,402,076.18; tiience eontinaing with the afore
said Corporate limits and the northerly line of the aforesaid
Little River Turnpike south 80^ 02' 29" east 4736.71 feet to a
point, whose coordinates are N 418,077.01 E 2,406,741.47;
thence south 74' 56' 45° east 279.99 feet to a point, whose co
ordinates are X 418,004.29 E 2,407,011,85; thence south 81°
48' 45" east 418.38 feet to a point in the aforesaid northerly
Uiie of tlic Little River Turnpike, the coordinates of said
point are X 417,944.71 E 2,407,425.97; thence crossing said
Turnpike and running south 7° 02' 21" east. 62,75 feet to the
point of beginning, containijig approximately 7.65 square
miles.
ni.
That it is both necessary and expedient that the territory
above described he annexed to the City of Alexandria for the
following reasons:
(1)
The historic City of Alexandria lies in the most thriving
and rapidly growing urban commiinity in Virginia. Its pres
ent area is approximately seven and one-third
page 11 S(iuare miles and there lives within its corporate
limits upwards of 75,000 people, which is more
than double the number that lived there ten years ago. The
City's proximity to the Nation's Capitol is believed to as
sure the pomiaueney of this plieiiomenal growth. The last
extension of the corporate limits was in 1930, at which time
the City's population was 24,149. The tripling of its popula
tion in twenty years has resulted in a density that is far too
o'veat. The corporate line is extremely and unduly contracted.
The City for all practical purposes is completely built up.
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Sufficient land desirable for residential and business expan
sion is not available to accommodate tbe needs and desires
of the City's present i)opiilation or of the new population
which is and will continue to be attracted to the area of wbicli
the City of Alexandria is the center. If the City is to grow
it is iniperative that its corporate line be extended. ^Many
new-comers to as well as fomier residents of the Alexandria
community have been compelled to establish their residences
and businesses beyond the corporate limits. The crowded
and resti-icted limits of the present City can be remedied by
and only by the proiJosed annexation.
m
The area proposed for annexation, together with the pres
ent City, constitute a compact body of land peculiarly adapt
able to city growth and government and all of tbe territory
is needed in the reasonably near future for the City's develop
ment.
(3)
I^ot only does the City need the areas proposed for annexa
tion but the proposed areas need the services and
page 12 file administration of a form of government that
is equipped and designed to meet tlie needs of an
urban people as distinguished from those of a rural or somi-
rural folk. It has been determined from experience and im
plemented by legislative, constitutional and judicial mandate
that in the State of Virginia city governments are best able to
manage tbe affairs of a bomogeneons, iiitegratod and compact
urban community. The government of Fairfax Connty and
its administration is of the traditional and ancient type that
operates fairly successful in a strictly rnral area but is out
moded, ineffective and unable to meet the needs and require
ments of strictly urban communities. Therefore, annexation
is essential if the needs and rcqiuroinents of the City of Alex
andria and its environs arc to be acliieved.
(4)
A thickly populated ui'ban territory such as that found in
the City of Alexandria and the areas proposed for annexa
tion need a much broader scope of public service than is pos
sible or desirable in a more sparsely settled community. Tbe
Alexandria commnnity now needs an expanded bealtli pro
gram for protection against disease and its spread; bettor
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schools; increased police and fire protection with adequate 
equipment a.nd person~iel; modern sewerage disposal plant; 
exten.sion of water and sewer lines throughout the area; parks, 
playgrounds and a directed recreational program to meet the 
needs of all, particularly the young folks; a master plan to 
guide and control the phys~al development of the land; ade-
quate zoning; electrical, .building, fire, weights and measures 
and other inspection facilities; street layouts with over-all 
grade lines and a wider school curriculum. All of these things 
are not economically or politically feasible unless the area 
affected is under a single governmental control, of 
page 13 ~ modern design, and which embraces within its tax-
ing jurisdiction sufficient taxable values to raise 
money adequate to meet the needs. The City of Alexandria 
and the areas proposed for annexation can only meet the 
practical requirements of their community, partially detailed 
above, by merging· throug·h annexation. 
(5) 
All of the above described areas are without adequate sys-
tems of trash and garbage collection and disposal. The lack 
of such system endangers the health and lives of the residents 
.of the whole community and annexation affords the only 
feasible and economical manner whereby the needs can be 
met. 
(6) 
All of the areas proposed to be annexed are without ade-
quate system of street lighting, parks and recreational fa-
cilities and these needs can only be met by bringing the areas 
affected into the City of Alexandria and thus placing tbe 
problem under the solution of one local government modernly 
designed, efficiently administered and with sufficient tax value 
to do the job. 
(7) 
The City of Alexandria represents the heart of the "Alex-
andria Community'' oftentimes ref erred to in this ordinance. 
The people living· in this community, especially ·in the areas 
proposed for annexation, have their commercial., social, 
recreational, civic, church, school and other interests largely 
within tbe City of Alexandria and daily use its streets and 
other public facilities; their interest and welfare and those 
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of such persons as conduct businesses in the a hove 
pag·e 14 ~ described areas are identi~al with the interests and 
welfare of the residents of the City. The City of 
Alexandria and its residents, together with the areas pro-
posed for annexation and their residents, constitute in fact 
one uninterrupted and homogeneous community which can be 
more completely, efficiently and economically governed, ad-
ministered and serviced with the fairest distribution of cost 
by being under the same local government. This end can be 
accomplished through and only through the proposed annexa-
tion. 
(8) 
The City cannot continue to satisfactorily grow in popu-
lation or to develop in any desirable way within its present 
restricted limits; orderly development of and suitable plan-
ning and design for the areas proposed for annexation and 
the efficient and economical construction and maintenance of 
public improvements and the establishment and administra-
tion of public services cannot be provided therein if such 
areas continue to be separated from the City by an artificial 
political line and and greatest development of the areas and 
of the Citv itself and of the entire Alexandria urban com-
munity can be accomplished through and only through the 
proposed annexation. 
(9) 
V{hile there is a Fairfax County Planning Commission and 
the annexation area is zoned, the zoning is of a different and 
inferior standard than tbat of the City and there is great 
need of coordinated planning· of streets, public works· and 
facilities as between the City and the annexation area. 
(10) 
If the annexation proposed is gTanted by the Court, there 
will remain in the Countv of Fairfax about 400 
page 15 ~ square miles of unannexed territory and the pro-
posed annexation will in all other respects con-
form to the laws of Virginia. Moreover, the County of Fair-
fax· wi11 be left with estimated assessed valuations of over 
$60,000,000.00. The resourc~s tlm~ remaining in the County 
a.re ample and reasonable with which to carry on its govern-
ment and without unreasonably affecting its present tax 
structure. 
Oounty of Fairfax v. City o'f Alexandria 15 
IV. 
·The terms and conditions upon which the City of Alexan-
cdria, acting herein by the Council of the said City, desires · 
to annex such territory, as well as the provisions which are 
made for its future management and improvements are here-
with set forth as follows: 
{l) 
·That the City of Alexandria shall assume and provide for 
tlrn reimbursement of the County of Fairfax, of a just pro-
portion of any existing debt of said county or district therein, 
rexcept sewer bonds issued or proposed to be issued ·for Sarii-
. tary District No. 1, and also for the reimbursement to said 
County for the value at tl1e time of said annexation, of such 
permanent public improvements as may have been made in 
the territory annexed, both by way of macadamizing public 
roads and streets and by otherwise permanently improving 
roads and streets and by constructing concrete sidewalks on 
public roads and streets and by constructing and laying 
watermains, sewers, garbage disposal system, fire protection 
facilities, bridges and any other permanent public improve-
ments constructed and maintained by said County at the time 
of annexation, as may be determined by the court in the pro-
ceedings for annexation; the court in the determination of 
such values to take into consideration the original 
page 16} cost of such public improvements less depreciation 
as well as the reproduction cost at the time of an-
nexation less depreciation, and the value to the City of Alex-
andria as well as to the County of Fairfax, provided the cost 
of such public improvements is not embraced in the propor-
tion of the debt of said County of Fairfax or any district 
therein which is to be assumed and provided for by the City 
of Alexandria as aforesaid; and provided further, that the 
authorities of the said County of Fairfax, portions of which 
are proposed to be annexed, shall not, between the entry of 
tl1e decree of annexation and the date when the same is to be-
-come effective, make or contract to make any permanent pub-
lic improvements to be paid for by the said City of Alexan-
clria, without the consent of the corporate authorities of said 
City and the supervision of the officials of said City charged 
with the duty of making similar pubJic improvements within 
said City. 
And the City of Alexandria shall also provide for the com-
pensation to Fairfax County for the then value of any school 
.~ .. - -··----· ·-
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property or other public building·. including the equipment,. of' 
said county located within the annexed territory and for any 
injury to the value or the impairment of the use to the county 
of any school property therein by reason of the annexation 
made. 
(2) 
That tbe tax rate upon the lands annexed shall not be in-
creased beyond the rate now assessed by Fairfax County for 
a period of five· years ( 5) · after the proposed annexation shall 
have taken· ~ff~ct., except upon the petition of a majority of 
t]1e voters in 'such annexed territory to the City Council or 
except as set forth in Clause (3) below. 
{3) 
All revenues derived bv the Oitv of Alexandria from taxa-
tion in said territory duriug such period of five 
page· 17 ~ years, either on property or from other sources,. 
including licenses, shall be wholly expended by the 
City of Alexandria upon street, sewer, light, water, or other 
public improvement in said territory, and such revenues shall 
he seg-regated and accounted for in order that the same may 
be so expended; provided, however, that at any time within 
the said period of five years the Council of the City of Alex-
andria may, by ordinance, set apart a sum equal to twelve 
per centum of the assessed value, at the time of anncxationr 
of the lands annexed, which sum so set apart shall be wholly 
expended in and for the benefit of the annexed territory in 
public improvements; and when said sum shall l1ave been 
so set apart and said public improvements shall have bee1r 
substantially completed, the land annexed shall be subject to 
the City tax rate and the proceeds thereof shall be paid into 
1,,~ the City treasury along with other taxes and licenses in suclr 
r tt?rritory for general purposes, although said five years shaH 
not have elapsed; provided, however, that the said sum to be· 
set apart and expended shall be reduced by the sum already 
expended on said improvements under any other plan of an-
nexation; and provided further that, out of the proceeds of 
the sale of the next issue of bonds by the City of Alexandria 
after such annexation, tlle said sum equal to tbe twelve per 
centum of the assessed value at tlie time of annexation of thci 
land annexed, reduced b~T the sums l1ereinbefore mentioned,. 
Ahall be set apart and expended in 8aic1 territory as hereinbe-
f ore directe<Ii unless such sum has been already so expended. 
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(4) 
That the ,City of Alexandria will, as soon as practicable 
after annexation is accomplished, afford suitable 
page 18 ~ garbage disposal, police and fire protection, public 
~ water supply, sewerage disposal and schools, and 
will with all reasonable dispatch afford and furnish other pub-
lic facilities and services as have been heretofore indicated 
as needed for the Alexandria community. 
v. 
That all current levies of taxes and licenses on persons,or 
property, together with all state grants, in the area annexed 
shall be prorated between the county and City as of the effec-
tive date of annexation. 
VI. 
That the City Attorney be and he is hereby directed and 
instructed to give such notices as may be required by law and 
to institute and to prosecute with as little delay as possible 
the legal proceedings necessary to annex to the City of ~lex-
andria, by a proper decree or judgment of the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, the territory l1ereinbefore described, upon 
the terms and condition hereinbefore set forth and to that 
end is authorized in the name of the City to do all things 
necessary and essential to successfully handle the litigation. 
VII. 
That the title to this ordinance shall be published in the 
.Alexandria Gazette not later than two clays following its in-
troduction together with a notice containing the time and 
place for a public hearing. The Clerk of the Council shaU l"- j 
note the date of introduction and first reading·, the date of , 
publication of the title~ the date of the public hearing, and 
the date of the second reading and final passag·e in the min-
utes of the meetings. This ordinance shall become effective 
the day of its final passage. 
FRANKLIN P. BACKUS 
Mayor 
Final Passage: March 22, l 950. 
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page 19 ~ I, Frances G. Webb, Clerk of the Council of the 
City of Alexandria, Virg'inia, do certify that t11e 
foregoing is a true copy of the ordinance which was duly in-
troduced before the said council on the 14th day of March, 
1950, and passed by the said council on the 22nd day of March, 
1950, by a recorded affirmative vote of a majority of all the 
members elected to the said council, the elected membership 
of that body at those times consisting of seven members, 7 
members of which were present and 6 members voting in 
favor of said ordinance at the March 14th meeting, and 5 
members of which were present and 4 members voting in 
fnvor of said ordinance at the Murch 22nd meeting. 
Given under my hand this 13th day of April, 1950. 
(Seal} 
page 20 ~ . Virginia : 
FRANCES G. WEBB, 
Clerk of the Council 
In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax. 
·City of Alexandria 
v. 
County of Fairfax 
Filed Apr. 13, 1950 .. 
NOTICE. 
T~OMAS P. CHAPMAN, .JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
3853 
To: Hugh B. Marsh., 
Commonwealth's Attornev for the Countv 
of Fairfax .. · 
Fairfax, Virginia 
Robert R. Dye 
E. C. Sheads 
Arthur I. Shaffer 
C. B. Runyon 
G. Wallace Carper 
Maurice ,v. Fox, 
constituting the entire Board of 
Supervisors of the County of Fairfax_ 
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You ·are hereby notified th.at the City of A.lexandri~, a 
municipal corporation created under the laws of _tI.?.e Com-
··.tj10nwealth of Virginia, shall at 10 o'clock .A. M . ., on·.u~~- 26th 
~- <lay of May, 1950, move the Circuit Court of the County of 
Fairfax and/or the Honorable Judges who shall hear this case 
~s provided by law, to make an order authorizing and declar-
ing· the annexation of ~ertain territory in the County of Fair-
fax to the City of .Alexandria set out in an ordinance of the 
Council of the City of Alexandria approved on the 22nd day 
of March, 1950, as provided for in Title 15, Chapter 8, of the 
Code of Virginia, 1950. A. copy of said ordinance is hereto 
attached and made a part hereof. · 
CITY OF ALEXANDRIA 
By FRANKLIN P. BACKUS 
Mayor 
V. FLOYD "WILLIAM, p. q .. 
HORACE H .. EDvV ARDS, p. q .. 
. (On. back) 
Executed in Fairfax County,· Va .. , this 14th day of April, 
1950, by serving- a tme copy of the within Notice on Hugh B. 
Marsh, Commonwealth's Attorney for the County of Fair-
fax, and E. C. Sheads, in person; on April 18, 1950, by serv-
ing a true copy of the within ·Notice on G. Wallace Carper 
nnd Maurice W. Fox, in person. 
,JOHN E. TAYLOR, 
Sheriff 
Executed in Fairfax County, Va., this 14th day of April, 
1950, by setving a true cop~ of the within Notice on Arthur I. 
Shaffer, in person; and by going to the usual place of abode 
of Ro.bert- R. Dye and not finding him ther~, I delivered a true 
copy of the within Notice to Mrs. Robert R. Dye, a member 
of his family over sixteen years of age and explained its pur-
port thereof to her. 
I 1• 
JOHN E. TAYLOR., 
Sheriff 
By ,v. S. MOHLER, 
Deputy 
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Executed in Fairfax County, V~., this 18th day of .April,. 
1950, by serving a true copy of the within Notice on C. B .. 
Runyon,. in person. 
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JOHN E. TAYLOR~ 
Sheriff 
By H. WEYMER LEE, 
Deputy 
ORDINANCE NO ....... 
AN ORDINANCE to p1·ovide for the extension of the cor-
porate limits of the City of Alexandria, Virginia, in pursu-
ance of the provisions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of 
Virginia, 1950, by the annexation of certain territory in the 
County of Fairfax, Virginia, to set forth the metes and 
bounds of the territory proposed to be acquired2' the neces-
sity for and the expediency of such am1exation and the terms 
and conditions. upon which the City desires to annex such 
territory,. as well as the provisions which are made for its 
future management and. improvement. 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF ALEXANDRIA HEREBY 
ORDAINS: 
I .. 
That the Council _of the City of Alexandria, a municipal 
corporation, hereby declares that it desires to annex, in pur-
suance of the provisions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code 
of Virginia, 1950, certain territory lying· in the County of 
Fairfax, which territory is adjacent to tbe present corporate 
limits of the City of Alexandria. 
II. 
The metes and bounds of the territory proposed by this or-
dinance to be acquired from the County of Fairfax are ac-
curately desc1ibed as follows: 
County of Fairfax v. City of .Alexandria 21 
Beginning at the same stone which marks the point of be-
ginning of the present Corporate limits of the City of Alex-
. andiia, the said stone being located at the intersection of the 
southerly line of Little River Turnpike (Duke Street ex-
. tended) and the easterly line of Roberts Lane., the said stone 
also being located in accordance with the provisions of Sec-
tion 55-287 through Section 55-297, inclusive, of the Code of 
Virginia (1950), by Virgfoia Co-ordinate System, North Zone, 
as North 417,882.28 feet, East 2,407,433.70 feet as determined 
from the position of U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey Triang·u-
Jation Station "Temple 1934", (all courses and distances and 
coordinates herein described are determined in accordance 
with the requirements of the aforesaid Virginia Co-ordinate 
System, North Zone,) and running thence with the present 
Corporation line and the easterly line of Roberts Lane and 
the extension of said line southwardly south 7° 02' 21" east 
1987.90 feet to a point in the present Corporate limits of tlrn 
City of Alexandria described as lying in the meander line 
of Cameron Run (Hunting Creek), the coordinates 
page 22 ~ of said point are N 415,909.35 E 2,407,677.31; thence 
running south 6° 18' 30" west 112.04 feet to a point 
in the middle of the present channel of the aforesaid Cameron 
Run, the coordinates of said point are N 415,798.00 E 2.,407,-
665.00; thence running g·enerally with the present meanders 
of the aforesaid Run and more particularly with the follow-
ing courses and distance to points hereinafter described by 
coordinates, thence south 49° 00' HY' west 455.78 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,499.00 E 2,407,321.00; 
thence south 50° 41' 40'' west 249.43 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,341.00 E 2,407,128.00; thence south 
17° 31' 30" west 239.10 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,113.00 E 2,407,056.00; thence south 27° 39' 40" west 
163.71 feet to a point, whose coordinates a.re N 414,968.00 E 
2.,406,980.00; thence south 42° 44' 40" west 89.87 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 414,902.00 E 2,406,919.00; 
thence south 61 ° 14' 00'' west 290.90 feet to a point whose co-
ordinantes are N 414,762.01 E 2,406,664.00; thence north 81 ° 
56' 00" west 128.27 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
414,780.01 E. 2,406,537.00; thence south 87° 48' 30'' west 209.15 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 414,772.01 E 2,406,-
328.00; thence north 39° 12' 3CY' west 49.04 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 414,810.01 E 2.,406,297.00; thence 
north 15° 56' 40" east 138.32 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 414,943.01 E 2,406,335.00; thence north 47° 15' 00" west 
2:l4.23 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,102.01 E 
2.406,163.00; thence north 85° 23' 40" west 149.48 feet to a 
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point, whose coordinates are N 415,114.01 E 2,406,014.00; 
thence north 45° 35' 10" west 138.60 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates ~re N 415,211.01 E 2,405,915.00; thence north 2° 
57' 20" west 155.21 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,366.01 E 2,405,907.00; thence north 55° 22' 30" west 102.08 
feet to a point, whose c;oordinates are N 415,424.01 E 2,405,-
823.00; thence north 87° 43·' 50'' west 227 .18 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 415,433.01 E. 2,405,596.00; thence 
north 65° 22' 40" west 79.20 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 415,466.01 E 2,405,524.00; thence south 81 ° 42' 10'' west 
97.02 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,452.01 E 
2.,405,428.00; thence north 42° 03' 50" west 110.45 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,534.01 E 2,405,354.00; 
thence north 81 ° 09' 30" west 273.25 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 415,576.01 E 2,405084.00; then south 69° 34' 
00" ,vest 54.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,-
'557.01 E 2,405,033.00; thence north 73° 04' 20" west 312.54 
·feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,648.01 E 2,404,-
734.00; thence north 38° 56' 3(Y' west 127.28 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 415.,747.01 E 2,404,654.00; 
J)a.ge 23 ~ thence south 81 ° 52' 1()'' west 127 .28 feet to a. point, 
whose coordinates are N 415,729.01 E 2,404,528.00; 
thence north 25° 30' 50" west 146.26 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 415,861.01 E 2,404,465.00; thence due west 
105.00 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,861.01 E 
2.404,360.00; thence south 74° 52' 00" west 164.71 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415.,818.01 E 2,404,201.00; 
thence north 67° 02' 20" west 412.70 feet 'to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,979.01 E 2,403,821.00; thence south 17° 
10' 30'' west 115.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,869.01 E 2,403,787.00; thence south 85° 39' 00'' west 92.27 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,862.01 E 2,403,-
695.00; thence north 41 ° 36' 40" west 215.34 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 416,023.01 E 2,403,552.00; thence 
north 28° 48' 00" west 217.96 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 416.,214.01 E 2,403,447.00; thence north 64° 21' 30" 
west 83.19 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 416,250.01 
}"] 2,403,372.00; thence north 37° 32' 22" west 359.42 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 416,535.01 E 2,403,153.00; 
·thence north 53° 00' 00" west 264.20 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 416,694.01 E 2,402,942.00; thence north 4° 
21' 20" east 197.57 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
416,891.01 E 2,402,957.00; thence north 61 ° 57' 10" west 138.23 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 416,956.01 E 2,402,-
835.00; thence north 27° 10' 50" west 207.97 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,141.01 E 2>402,740.00; thence 
north 56° 47' 10'' west 266.55 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
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a1·c N 417,287.01 E 2,402,517.00; thenc·e north 30° 40' 10'' west 
100.00 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,373.02 E· 
2,402;465:99; thence south 58° 46' 10'' west 109.93 feet 'to a 
J>oint, whose coordinates are N 417,316.02 E 2,402,371.99; 
thence south 38° 08' 40" west 242.86 feet to a point., whose 
coordinates are N 417,125.02 E 2,402,221.99; thence south 87° 
04' 50" west 294.38 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,110.03 E 2,401,927.99; thence north 30° 04' 10° west-109S7 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,205.03 E 2,io1,.: 
872.99; thence north 83° 47' 50" west 231.35 feet to. a p~int~ 
whose coordinates are N 417,2H0.03 E 2,40t,642.99; thence 
south 87° 01' 20" west 346.47 .feet to .a point, whose coordinates 
:are N 417,212.03 E 2,401,296.99; thence north 41:_? 55' 4<Y' west 
145.16 feet to a point, whose coordinates are··N 417,320.03 E 
21401,199.99; thence north 63° 37' 30" west 407.41 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are 'N 417,501.02 E- 2,400,834.99; 
thence south 66° 38' 50" wes.t 295.18 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 417,384.01 E- 2,400,563.99; thence south 55° 
51' 50'' west ~ 42~6 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,304.01 E 2,400,445.99; thence south 43° 41' 00" west 246.14 
:feet to a point., whose coordinates are N 417,126.01 E 2,400,-
275.99; thence south 23° 17' 00" west 179.63 feet to 
vage 24 } a point, whose coordinates arQ N 416,961.01 E 2,400,-
204.99; thence north 65° 22' 00" west 477.45 feet to 
a point, whose coordinates are N 417,160.02 E 2,399,770.99; 
thence north 54° 18' 40'' west 533.12 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 417,471.03 E 2,399,337.99; thence north 56° 
37' 40" west 249.07 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,608.04 E 2,399,129.99; thence north 47° 42' 30'' west 209.54 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,749.04 E 2,398,-
974.99; thence north 66° 49' 40'' west 279.55 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,859.04 E 2,398,717.99; thence 
north 81 ° 07' 40" west 207.48 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,891.04 E 2,398,512.99; thence soutl1 49° 32' 20" west 
134.06 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,804.04 E 
2,398,410.99; thence north 89° 21' 00" west 88.01 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 417,805.04 E 2,398,322.99; 
tl1ence south 30° 31' 20'' west 200.83 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 417,632.04 E 2,398,220.99; thence south 76° 
118' 40" west 308.99 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,558.04 E 2,397,920.99; thence south 47° 55' 10" west 138.78 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,465.03 E 2,397;-
817.99; thence south 83° 48' 10" west 176.03 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,446.03 E 2,397,642.99; thence 
north 83° 36' 00" west 323.01 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
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323.61 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,523.04 E 
2,397,000.99 ; the~e north 50° 51' 50'' west 318.44 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 417,724.03 E, 2-,396,753.99; 
thence north 34 ° 33' 20" west 128. 71 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 417,830.03 E 2,396,680.99; thence south 81 ° 
55' 5CY' west 53.41 feet to a point, in the northerly line of the 
right-of-way of the Ricl1mond Fredericksburg a.nd Potomac 
Railroad, the coordinates of said point are N 417,822.53 E 
2_,396,628.11; thence running· generally with the said north-
erly line of the Richmond Fredericksburg and Potomac Rail-
road right-of-way and more particularly with the following 
courses and distances to points hereinafter described by co-
ordinate~,: s.o~th 51 ° 40' 40'' west 663.73 feet to a point of 
eurve, wlioge coordinates are N 417,410.96 E 2,396,107.39; 
thence continuing along the arc of a curve to the right whose 
radius is 8499.00 feet, and whose chord bearing and chord 
are south 52° 48' 09" west and 333.65 feet, respectively, a dis-
tance of 333.67 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,-
209.25 E 2,395,841.62; thence south 36° 04' 22'' east 15.00 feet 
to an iron bar, whose coordinates are N 417,197.13 E 2,395,-
850.45; thence along the arc of a curve to the right whose 
radius is 8513.99 west and whose cl1ord bearing and cI1ord are 
south 59° 55' 14" west and 1777.95 feet, respectively, a distance 
of 1781.18 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 416,306.02 
E 2,394,311.93; thence south 0° 31' 40" east 5.43 
pag·e 25 ~ feet to a point on a curve to the right, the coordi-
nates of said point are N 416,300.59 E 2,394,311.98; 
thence along the arc of said curve to the right whose radius 
js 8518.99 feet and whose cI10rd bearing and chord are south 
71 ° 34' 58" west and 1678.69 feet, respectively, a distance of 
1681.42 feet to a point, wl1ose coordinates a.re N 415,770.23 E 
2,392,719.27; thence north 12° 45' 46" west 35.00 feet to a 
point on a curve to the right, the coordinates of said point 
are N 415,804.37 E 2,392,711.54; thence along the arc of said 
curve to the right whose radius is 8484.00 feet and whose 
chord bearing and chord are south 78° 08' 57" west and 270.06 
feet, respectively, a distance of 270.09 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,748.91 E 2,392,447.24; tllence south 79° 
03' 40'' west 1025.1.3 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,554.38 E 2,391,440.74; thence south 4° 17' 00" east 30.20 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,524.26 E 2,391,-
443.00; thence south 79° 03' 4(Y' west 3302.03 feet to an iron 
pipe set in the northerly right-of-way line of the Richmond 
Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad and in a line of the 
land of the Southern Railway, the coordinates of said pipe 
in the Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone, are North 
414,897.63 feet East 2,388,200.98 feet; thence leaving the 
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northerly right-of-way line of the Richmond Fredericksburg 
and Potomac Railroad and running with a line of the land 
of the Southern Railway and crossing the land of, and main 
line tracks of, the said Southern Railway north 3° 48' 44" 
west 945.93 feet to a point in the northerly line of the right-
of-way of the said Southern Railway and a corner to the lands 
knows as the A. ],. Saum Estate and the land formerly owned 
by Frank Mitchell, the coordinates of said point are N 415,-
841.50 E 2,388,138.08; thence running with the aforesaid 
northerly right-of-way line south 70° 25' 23" west 605.71 feet 
to a point, the coordinates of which are North 415,638.51 feet 
East 2,387,567.39 feet; thence leaving the said northerly right-
of-way line and crossin'g the land of the aforementioned A. F. 
Saum Estate and running generally with the easterly line of 
the land of McDowell north 21 ° Oi' 03" west 2150.01 feet to 
a point in the southerly line of the Edsall Road (Route 648), 
the coordinates of said point are N 417,644.16 E 2,386,792.77; 
thence crossing the afore said Rdsall Road and running south 
77° 19' 38" west 251.16 feet to an iron pipe in the line between 
the lands of Biggers and Stulz, the coordinates of said pipe 
are N 417,589.06 E 2.,386,547.73; thence running generally 
with the line of Big·gers and Stulz north 11 ° 24' 13" west 
1748.59 feet to an iron pipe, whose coordinates are N 419,-
303.14 E 2,386,202.00; thence north 79° 03' 55" east 149.77 
feet to a stone which lies on the westerlv side of an outlet 
road, the coordinates of said stone are N 419,331.55 E 2,386,-
349.05; thence north 1 ° 55' 30'' east 893.17 feet to a concrete 
right-of-way monument of the Commonwealth of Virginia 
Department of Highways marking the southeasterly line of 
Service Road No. 4 of the Henry G. Shirley Me-
page 26 ~ morial Highway System ( Route 350) ; the coordi-
nates of said monument on the Virginia Co-ordinate 
System, North Zone, are North 420,224.19 feet East 2,386,-
_379.07 feet; thence crossing said Service Road and said Shir-
ley Highway north 1 ° 31' 56'' east 451.39 feet to a point in the 
Jine between lots 3 and 4 of the division of the land of ·wn-
liam H. Lewis, the coordinates of said point are N 420,675.45 
E 2,386,391.12: thei1ce with the line between the northerly 
line of the said Lot 4 north 70° 02' 00'' west 1150.50 feet to 
the southerly corner of Lots 6 and 7 of the aforesaid division 
of the land of 'William H. Lewis., the coordinates of said cor-
ner are N 421,068.32 E 2,385,309.77; thence running generally 
with the line between the aforesaid Lots 6 and 7 north 28° 
48' OCY' east 117 4.48 feet to the southeasterly corner of the 
land of Anita J. Lewis, also a eorner to Ronald Lewis, the 
coordinates of said corner are N 422,09i.52 E 2.385~875.58; 
thence generally with the lands of the said Anita Lewis and 
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Ronald Lewis north 61 ° 12' 00" ,vest 135.46 feet, to a point 
whose coordinates are N 422,162.78 E 2,385,756.88; thence 
north 28° 48' 00" east 237.23 feet to a point in the southerly 
line of the Little River Turnpike (Route 236), the coordinates 
of said point are N 422,370.67 E 2,385,871.17; thence crossing 
the said Turnpike and the lauds of Orndorff, S. R. J olmston, 
'-Tames Foster and the land formerly owned by Emily Smoot., 
north 5° 45' 04" west 2261.29 feet to a point 300 feet south-
westerly from the Lincolnia Road (Route 613), the coordi-
nates of said point are N 424,620.58 E 2,385,644.57; thence 
with a line 300 feet southwesterly from and parallel to the 
·Raid Lincolnia Road north 27° 39' 00" west 245.01 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 424,837.61 E 2,385,530.87; 
thence north 62° 21' 00'' east 330.00 feet to a point in the north-
'easterly line of the said Lincolnia Road and in the roadway 
lying on the easterly side of the Lincolnia Heights Subdivi-
sion, the coordinates of said point are N 424,990.75 E 2,385,-
823.18; thence along the said roadway and the extension 
-thereof north 18° 46' 47n east 2873.21 feet to a point in the 
land of 1\7• L. Clarke, the coordinates of said point are N 
427,711.06 E 2,386,748.15; thence continuing- through the land 
of the said vV. L. Clarke to the line of the land of F. S. Smith 
and with said F. S. Smith land south 70° 42' 43" east 2120.89 
feet to a point in the meanders of Holmes Run, the coordinates 
of said point are N 427,010.49 E 2,388,749.99; thence with the 
meanders of said Run north 16° 34' 20" west 277.85 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 427,276.80 E 2,388,670.74 
thence leaving said Holmes Run and running through the 
land of S. J. Gordon, the ]and formerly owned by R. E. 
Ankers, Jr., the land of M. A. Ankers and the land of R. F. 
Hosen north 67° 50' 58" east 1208.64 feet to a point whose 
coordinates are N 427,732.59 E 2,389,790.18, which point is 
also the eastcrlv corner common to the land of said 
pag·e 27 ~ Rosen and the iand formerly owned by D. S. Bart-
lett; thence running· generally with the southeast-
erly line of Bartlett and tl1e northwesterly line of the land 
of G. H. Lacy north 38° 47' 41" east 77.6.64 feet to a point 
whose coordinates are N 428,337.90 E 2,390,27<1.77; thence 
··crossing the land of H. A. Lockridge and the land· now or 
formerly owned by L~"dia_ Hoffman north 32° 56' 06" east 
858.19 feet to an iron bar in the westerlv line of a 30 foot 
road, the coordinates of said iron bar are N 429,058.17 E 
2,390,743.36 ; thence crossing said road and running south 
(16° 05' 42" east 38.45 feet to an iron pipe at the westerly end 
of the line between Lots 2 and 3 of ~he Wheat Subdivision, 
the coordinates of said iron pipe are N 429,042.42 E 2,390,-
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7!78.54; "thence generally with the line between the aforesaid 
-Lots 2 -and 3 north 73° 27' 40'' east 902 .. 00 feet to a point, in 
the southwesterly line of Davis Avenue, the coordinates. of 
said point are N 429,299.36 E 2,391,643.19; thence with the 
-said line -0f Davis Avenue north 32° 25' 44" west 312.50 feet 
to a point whose coordinates are N 429,563.13 E 2,391,475.61; 
thenoe erossing Davis Avenue and running generally with 
certain lot lines in Block 3 ·of the Dowden Subdivision north 
60° -03' 43" east 260 .. 68 feet to a point, whose coordii1ates are 
N 429,693.23 E 2,391,701.51; thence north· 29° 56' 17" west 
16.34 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 429,707.39 E 
2.,391,693.36; thence north 60° 03' 43" east 213.39 feet to a 
point in the southwesterly line of King Boulevard, the co-
-ordinates of said point are N 429,813.89 E 2,391,878.28; thence 
with the said southwesterly line of King Botil~vard south 
29° 56' 17" east 48.80 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 429,771.60 E 2,391,902.63 ; thence crossing· said Boulevard 
and running g·enerally with certain lot lines of Block 4 of 
the Dowden Subdivision north 60° 03' 43" east 588.00 feet 
to a point, whose coordinates are N 430,065:05 E 2,39'2,412~17; 
thence north 29° 56' 17" west 55.00 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 430,112.71 E 2,392,384.72; thence north 60° 
·o3' 43" east 213.93 feet to a point in the southwesterly line 
of Seminary Road (Route 716), the coordinates of said point 
nre N 430,219.47 E 2 .. 392,570.10; thence crossing .Seminary 
Road north 21 ° 07' 4CY' east 58.18 feet to a point whose co-
ordinates are N 430,273.74 E 2,392,591.07, which point is also 
a corner of the lands of Steel and Davis; thence p;enerally 
with their line and the land formerly known as the Washing-
ton Forest Property north 67° 46' 46" east 3230.48 feet to a. 
stone whose coordinates are N 431,495.42 E 2,395,581.64, which 
stone also lies in the southerly line of the Leesburg Turnpike ' 
(Route 7); thence crossing said road and running north 55° 
'50' 10" east 69.09 feet to a point in the northerly line of the 
said Leesburg· Turnpike, the coordinates of said point are N 
431,534.22 E 2,395,638.81; thence north 9° 13' 10" east 500.43 
feet to a point in the Arlington-Fairfax line, the 
pag·e 28} coordinates of said point are N 432,028.19 E 2,395,-
718.99; thence with said Arlington-Fairfax line 
;,outh 46° 09' 10" east 1505.47 feet to a set stone, whose coordi-
uates are N 430.,985.29 E 2,396,804.72, which stone is enclosed 
111 an iron.fence, an original boundary stone of the District of 
Columbia; thenc~ continuing with said line south 45° 39' 45" 
east 5380.80 feet to a set stone whose coordinates are N 
427,224.74 E 2,400,653.26, which stone is enclosed in an iron· 
.fence; thence continuing with the said Arlington-Fairfax line 
Routh 45° 53' 41" east 2408.06 feet to a point whose coordi-
Supreme Court of Appeals of" Virginia: 
11ates are N 425,548.78 E 2,402,382.40, which point is in tI1e 
present Corporate limits of the City of Alexandria and lies. 
in the center line of Braddock Road; thence with the center 
line of Braddock Road and the present Corporate Limits of· 
the City of Alexandria north 85,0 12' 34'' west 358.26 feet to 
a stone set in the westerly line of Quaker Lane, whose co-
ordinate~ are N 425,578.56 E 2,402,025.42; thence with the 
aforesaid· Corporate Limits and the westerly line of Quaker· 
Lane·south 4° 23' 07'' west 3827.81 feet to a point whose co-
ordinates are N 421,762.10 E 2,401,732.70; thence south 6° 
50' 00'' east 2886.44 feet to a point in the northerly line of' 
the Little River Turnpike, the coorclina.tcs of said point are 
N 418,896.02 E 2,402,076.18; thence continuing with the afore-
said Corporate limits and the northerly line of the aforesaid 
Little River Turnpike south 80° 02' 29" east 4736.71 feet to a. 
point, whose coordinates are N 418,077.01 E 2,406,741.47 ;. 
thence south 74° 56' 45° east 279.99 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 418,004.29 E 2,407,011.85; thence south 81 °· 
48' 45'' east 418.38 feet to a point in the aforesaid northerly 
line of the Little River Turnpike, the coordinates of said 
pofot are. N 417 ~44.71 E 2,407,425.97; thence crossing said 
Turnpike and running· south 7° 02' 21" east 62.75 feet to the: 
point of beginning,. containing approximately 7.65 square, 
miles .. 
III. 
That it is botb necessary and expedient that the territqry 
above described be annexed to the City of Alexandria for the-
. fallowing reasons~ 
(1} 
The historic City of Alexandria lies in tile most tln·f ving-
and rapidly growing urban community in Virgfoia. Its pre;.::.. 
ent area is approximately seven and . one-third 
page 29 ~ square miles and there Jives within its corporate-
limits upwards of 75,000 people, which is more 
tirnn double the number tllat lived there ten yeal'B ago. The 
City"s proximity to the Nation's Capitol is believed to as-
sure tiie permanency of this phenomenal growtll. The last 
extension of the corporate limits was in 1930, at which tim0> 
tI1e City's population was 24,149. The tripling of' its popula-
tion in twenty years has resulted in a density tliat is far too 
?:reat. The corporate line is extremely and unduly contracted .. 
The City for all practical purpose·s· is completely built up .. 
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Sufficient land desirable for residential and business expan-
sion is not available to accommodate the needs and desires 
of the City's present population or of the new population 
which is and will continue to be attracted to the area of which 
the City of Alexandria is the center. If the City is to g-row 
it is imperative that its corporate line be extended. Many 
new-comers to as well as former residents of the Alexandria 
community have been compelled to establish their residences 
and businesses beyond the corporate limits. The crowded 
and restricted limits of the present City can be remedied by 
and only by the proposed annexation. 
(2) 
The area proposed for annexation, together with tlle pres-
ent City, constitute a compact body of land peculiarly adapt-
able to city gTowth and g·overnment and all of the territory 
is needed in the reasonably near future for the City's develop-
ment. 
(3) 
Not only does the City need the areas proposed for annexa-
tion but the propoRed areas need the services and 
.pag·e 30 ~ the administration of a form of government that 
is equipped and designed to meet the needs of an 
urban people as distinguished from those of a rural or semi-
rural folk. It has been detei:tninecl from experience and im-
plemented by legislative, corn:;titutional and judicia] mandate 
tliat in the State of Virgfoia citv g-overnments are best able to 
manage the affairs of a Lbomoge"neous, integrated and compact 
urban community. The government of Fairfax County and 
its administration is of the trnditional and ancient type that 
operates fairly successful in a strictly rural arcm but is out-
moded, ineffective and unable to meet the needs and require-
ments of strictly urban communities. Therefore, annexation 
is essential if the needs and requirements of the City of Alex-
andria and its environs are to be achieved. 
(4) 
A thickly populated urban territory such as that found i:h 
the City. of Alexandria and the area8 proposed for annexa-
tion need a much broader scope of public sei'vice than is pos-
sible or desirable in a mote sparsely settled community. The 
Alexandria community now needs an expnndecl health pro-
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schools; increased police and fire protection with adequate 
equipment a.nd personnel; modern sewerage disposal plant; 
extension of water and sewer lines throughout the area; parks, 
playgrounds and a directed recreational program to meet the 
needs of all, particularly the young folks; a master plan to 
guide and control the physi~al development of the land; ade-
quate zoning; electrical, building·, ifre, weights and measures 
and other inspection facilities; street layouts with over-all 
grade lines and a wider school curriculum. All of these things 
are not economically or politically feasible unless the area 
affected is under a sing·le governmental control, of 
page 31 ~ modern design, and which embraces within its tax-
ing jurisdiction sufficient taxable values to raise 
money adequate to meet the needs. The City of Alexandria 
and the areas proposed for annexation can only· meet the 
practical requirements of their community, partially detailed 
above, by merging· through annexation. 
(5) 
All of the above described areas are without adequate sys-
tems of trash and garbage collection and disposal. The lack 
of such system endangers the health and lives of the residents 
of the whole communitv and annexation affords the onlY 
feasible and economicai manner whereby the needs can b~ 
met. 
(6)· 
All of the areas proposed to be annexed are without ade-
quate system of street lig·hting, parks and recreational fa-
cilities and these needs can only be met by bring'ing the areas 
affected into the City of Alexandria and thus placing the 
problem under the solution of one local government modernly 
desig11ed, efficiently admini8tered and with sufficient tax value 
to do the job. 
(7) 
The City of Alexandria represents the heart of tl1e '' Alex-
andria Community'' oftentimes referred to in this ordinance .. 
The people living in this community, especially in the areas 
propos~d for . ~nnexatiou, ]ui~e their commercial, social, 
recreat10nal, c1v1c, church, school and other interests larg·ely 
within the City of Alexandria and daily use its streets '-'and 
other public facilities; their interest and welfare and those 
County of Fairfax \". City of Alexandria 
of such persons as conduct businesses in the above 
JJagc 32 r described areas are identical with the interests and 
welfare of the residents of the City. The City of 
Alexandria and its residents, together with the areas pro-
posed for annexation and their residents, constitute· in fact 
one uninterrupted and homogeneous community which can be 
more completely, efficiently and economically governed, ad~ 
ministered and serviced with the fairest distribution of cost 
by being under the same local government. This ~nd can be 
accomplished through and only throu,gh the proposed annexa-
tion. 
(8) 
The City cannot continue to satisfactorily grow in popu ... 
lntion or to develop in a.ny desirable way within its present 
restricted limits; orderly development of and suitable plan-
11ing· and design for the areas proposed for annexation and 
the efficient and economical construction and·maintenance of 
public improvements and the establishment and administra-
tion of public services cannot be provided therein if such 
:areas continue to be separated from the City by an artificial 
political line and and greatest development of the areas and 
of the Citv itself and of the entire Alexandria urban com-
mm1ity can be accomplished throug·h and only through the 
proposed annexation. 
(9) 
While there is a Fairfax County Planning Commission ancl 
the annexation area is zoned, the zoning is of a different and 
inferior standard than that of the City and there is great 
need of coordinated planning of streets, public works and 
facilities as between the City and the annexation area. 
(10) 
If the annexation proposed is granted by the Court, there 
will remain in the Countv of Fairfax about 400 
})age 33 } square miles of una.nnexeci territory and the pro-
posed annexation :will in all other respects con-
form to the laws of Virginia. J. Moreover, the County of Fair-
fax will be left with estimated assessed valuations of over 
$110,000,000.00. The resources thus remaining in tbe County 
are ample and reasonable with which to carry on its govern-
ment and without unreasonably affecting its present tax 
structure. 
--~ 
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IV .. 
The terms and conditions upon which the City of Alexan-
dria, acting herein by the Council of the said City, desires. 
to annex such territory, as well as the provisions which are-
made for its future management and improvements are here-
with _set forth as follows :. 
(1) 
That the City of Alexandria shall assume and provide for 
the reimbursement of the County of Fairfax, of a just pro-
portion of any existing debt of said county or district therein, 
except sewer bpnds issued or proposed to be issued for Sani-
tary District No. 1, and also for the reimbursement to saicl 
County for the value at the time of said annexation, of such 
permanent public improvements as may have been made in 
the territory annexed, both by way of macadamizing public 
1·oads and streets and by otherwise permanently improving 
roads and streets and by constructing concrete sidewalks on 
public roads and streets and by constructing and laying 
watermains, sewers, garbage disposal system, fire protection 
facilities, bridges and any other permanent public improve-
ments constructed and maintained by said County at the time-
of annexation, as may be determined by the court in the pro'"" 
ceedings for annexation; the court in the determination of 
such values to take into consideration the origind 
page 34} cost of such publfo improvements less· depreciation 
as well as the reproduction cost at the time of an-
nexation less depreciation, and the value to the City of Alex-
andria as well as to tlie County of Fairfax, provided me cost 
of such public improvements is not embraced in the propor-
tion of the debt of said County of Fairfax or anv district 
therein which is to be assumed and provided :for by the Gity 
of Alexandria as afore said; and provided further, that tri'e 
authorities of the said County of Fairfax, portions of which 
are proposed to be annexed, shall not, between tile entry of' 
tl1e decree of annexation and tile date when the same is to be-
come effective, make or contract to make any permanent pub-
lic improvements to be paid for by the said City of Alexan-
flria, without the consent of the corporate authorities of said 
City and the supervision of the officiflls of said Citv charged 
with the duty of making s·imilar pilblic improvements within 
said City. 
And the City of Alex11ndria. sI1all also provide for the com-
pensation to Fairfax County for the then value of any school 
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property or other public building. including the equipment, of 
said county located within the annexed territory and for any 
injury to the value or the impairment of the use to the county 
of any school property therein by reason of the annexation 
made. 
(2) 
That the tax rate upon the lands annexed shall not be in-
creased beyond the rate now assessed by Fairfax County for 
a period of :five years ( 5) after the proposed annexation shall 
have taken effect., except upon the petition of a majority of 
the voters in such annexed territory to the City Council or 
except as set forth in Clause (3) below. 
(3) 
All revenues derived bv the Citv of Alexandria from taxa-
tion in said territory cluring such period of :five 
page 35 ~ years, either on property or from other sources, 
including· licenses, shall be wholly expended by the 
City of Alexandria upon street, sewer, light, water, or other 
public improvement in said territory, and such revenues shall 
be segTegated and accounted for in order that the same may 
be so expended; provided, howeyer, that at any time within 
the said period of five years the Council of the City of Alex-
andria may, by ordinance, set apart a sum equal to twelve 
per centum of the assessed value, at the time of annexation, 
of the lands annexed, which sum so set apart shall be wholly 
expended in and for the benefit of the annexed territorv in 
public improvements; and when said sum shall have been 
so set apart and said public improvements shall have been 
substantially completed, the land annexed shall be subject· to 
the City tax rate and the proceeds thereof shall be paid into 
the City treasury along with other taxes and licenses in such 
territory for general purposes, althoug·h said five years shall 
not have elapsed; provided, however, that the said sum to be 
set apart and expended shall be reduced bv the sum alread:r 
expended on said improvements under any" other plan of an-
nexation; and provided further that, out of the proceeds of 
the sale of the next issue of bonds by the City of Alexandria 
after such annexation, the said sum equal to the twelve per 
rentum of the assessed value at the time of annexation of the 
land annexed, reduced by the sums l1ereinbef ore mentioned, 
Rhall be set apart and expended in said. territory as hereinbe-
fore directed, unless such sum has been already so expended. 
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(4) 
That the ·City of Alexandria will, as soon as practicable 
after annexation is accomplished, afford suitable 
pag-c.1 36 ~ garbage disposal, police and fiire protection, public 
water supply, sev{erage disposal and schools, and 
will vlith all reasonable dispatch afford and furnish other pub-
lic facilities and services as have been heretofore indicated 
as needed for the Alexandria community. 
v. 
That all current levies of taxes and licenses on persons or 
property, together with all state g-rants, in the area annexed 
~hall be prorated between the county and City as of the effec-
tive date of annexation. 
VI. 
That the City Attorney be and he is hereby directed and 
instructed to give such notices as may be required by law and 
to institute and to prosecute with as little delay as possible 
the leg·al proceedings necessary to annex to the City of Alex-
andria, by a proper dec.ree or judgment of the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, the territory hereinbefore described, upon 
the terms and condition hereinbefore set forth and to that 
end is authorized in the name of the City to do all things 
necessary and essential to successfully handle the litigation. 
VII. 
That tlie title to this ordinance shall be published in the 
.Alexandria Gazette not later than two days following its in-
troduction tog·ether with a notice containing the time and 
place for a public hearing. The Clerk of the Council shall 
note the date of introduction and first reading, the date of 
publication of the title., the date of 'the public hearing·, and 
the date of the second reading and :final passage in the min-
11tes of the meetings. Tl1is ordinance shall become effective 
the day of its final passage. 
FRANKLIN P. BACKUS 
Mayor 
Final Passage: Marc~}~, 1950. 
0-ounty of Fairfax 'V. City of .A.le~andria 
page .37 } I, Frances G. ·w ebb, Clerk of the Council of the 
City of Alexandria, Virginia., do certify that the 
foregoing is a true copy of the ordinance which was duly in-
troduced before the said council -on the 14th day of March, 
1950, and passed by the said council on the 22nd day of March, 
l 950, by n recorded affirmative vote of a majority -0f all the 
·members elected to the said councilJ tlm ·elected membel·ship 
of that bodv at those times consisting· of seven members, 7 
members of which were present and 6 members voting in 
favor of said ordinance at the Mareh 14th meeting; and 5 
1nembers {)f which were present a11d 4 members voting in 
ittvor of -said ordinance at the Murch 22nd meeting. 
Given under my hand this 13th day of April, 1950. 
(S-eal) 
JJage 38 } Virginia~ 
FRANCES G. WEBB, 
Clerk of the Council 
In the Circuit Court of tbe County of Fairfax .. 
City of Alexandria 
v. 
County -of Fairfax 
I' 
I' 
AT LA "\V #3853. 
'' '1 
ORDER DIRECTING PUBLICATION OF NOTICE AND 
ORDINANCE OF COUNCIL OF CITY OF ALEXAN-
DRIA IN ANNEXATION PROCEEDINGS. 
It appearing to the Court that the City of Alexandria has 
filed in the Clerk's Office hereof, a petition for the annexation 
of certain territory in the County of Fairfax to the City of 
Alexandria; and it furtl1er appearing to the Judge of this 
Court that the City of Alexandria has also filed in said Clerk's 
Office a certified copy of an ordinance duly adopted by the 
Council of the City of Alexandria, declaring that it desires 
to annex said territory, describing the metes and bounds 
thereof and setting forth the necessity for and expediency of 
mmexing said territory, tog·ether with the terms and condi-
tions upon which it desires to annex the same, as well as the 
provisions which it desires to make for the future manage-
ment and improvement thereof; .~Ji-~ it further appearing to 
the Court that the City of Alexand"f'ia has also filed in said 
(, · .. · 
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Clerk's Office a notice directed to the Commonwealth's At-
torney and Board of Supervisors of the County of Fairfax 
that it will on the 26th day of May, 1950, move this Court, or 
the Judges who shall hear the case, to make an order au-
thorizing and declaring the annexation of said territory to. 
the City of Alexandria; it is ordered that a copy of. said no-
tice and ordinance be published once a week for four succes-
sive weeks in the ALEXANDRIA GAZETTE,. a newspaper 
published in the City of Alexandria. 
And it is further ordered that when the publication of saicI 
notice and ordinance is completed~ the owner, editor or man-
ager of said_ newspaper shall file a certificate thereof in the 
Clerk's. ~,e,. of this Court .. 
PAULE. BROWN 
Judge-
Enter: Ap1·il 20, 1950. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 1391 
and Ex .. 
page 39 ~ Vill'ginia:: 
In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax_ 
City of Alexandria: 
'IJ .. 
County of Fairfax 
AT- LA.W #385i. 
ORDER REQUESTING THE CHIEF .JUSTICE OF THE 
SUPREME COURT OF APPEALS TO DESIGNATE 
JUDGES TO HEAR THE CASE .. 
It appearing· to the Court that the City of Alexandria: has 
filed in the Clerk "s Office of this Court a petition for the an-
nexation of certain territory in the County of Fairfax fo tile 
City of Aiexandria; and it further appearing to the Court that 
the City of Alexandria has also filed in said Clerk's· Office a 
certified copy of an ordinance dulv adopted by the Council of' 
the City of Alexandria declaring that it desires to annex said 
territory, describing the metes and bounds thereof and set-
ting forth the necessity f~r a.nd expediency of' annexinw 
said territory, together with Hie terms and conditions upofl! 
County of Fairfax Y. City of Alexandria 
which it desires to annex the. same, as well as the provisions 
which it desires to make f~n t:µe future management and im-
provement thereof; and it further appearing to. the Court that 
the City <>f Alexandria has also filed in the said Clerk'~ Office 
a notice directed to the Cominoinvealth 's Attorney and to each 
member of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Fair-
fax, :which said notice has been duly served upon the persons 
to whom it is addressed, .said notice stating that the City of 
Alexandria will, on the 2t3th day of May, 1950, move this 
Court, or the Judges who shall bear the case, to rµ~~e an 
order authorizing and declaring the annexation of said tetri-
tory to the City of Alexandria; it is, therefore, ordered that 
the Chief J~s!ice of the S~1preme Coud of 4-ppeals of Vir-
gm1a be and he 1s. hereby respectfully requested tb 
page 40 } designate such judges of the Circuit Courts of this 
Commonwealth as are required tq hear ,and adju-
dicate amiexation proceedings by Section 15-133 of the 1950 
Code of. Virginia, to hear and adjudicate this proceediµg .. 
And it is further ordered that the Clerk of this Court db 
forthwith send to the Chfof ,J u,stice of the. Supreme Court of 
Appeals of Virginia a certified copy of this order. 
Enter: April 20, 1950. 
PAULE. BROWN 
·Judge 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 140 
and Ex. 
page 41 } Virginia : 
Supieme Court of Appeals 
AT LA "\V #3853. 
To All to "\Vhom These Presents Shall Come-Greeting: 
l{now Ye, Tbat I, Edward ,Y. Hudgins Chief Justice of tl1e 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, by virtue of ~uthority 
vested in ~e by law,, do hereby desig·nate-:--Honorable ,valter 
T. McCarthy, Judg·e of the 'rhirty-Fifth Judicial Circuit. and 
Honorable Jeff F. ,valter, Judge <>f tbe Thhty-First .Juclicial 
Circuit, to preside in the Cire1,1it C01:n·t of the Cot111ty of Fair-
fax, with Honorable Paul E. Brown, resident judge, as mem-
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the 1950 Code, in the case of City of Alexandria v. County of 
Fairfax, beginning· the 26th day of May, 1950, or such other 
date to be fixed by the judges. 
Given under my hand and seal this 25th day of April, 1950. 
ED"W. W. HUDGINS (Seal) 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
Appeals of Virginia. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 144 
and Ex. 
page 42 ~ In the Circuit Court for the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia. 
I· The City of Alexandria, a body corporate, Plaintiff, 
'l'. 
The Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virg'inia, Hug·h 
B. Marsh, Commonwealth's Attorney for the County of 
Fairfax, Virginia, G. Wallace Carper, Chairman, Robert R. 
Dye, E. C. Sheads, Arthur I. Shaffer, C. B. Runyon and 
Maurice ,v. Fox, the entire Board of Supervisors of Fair-
fax County, Virginia, Defencla~ts. 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ANS,VER. 
I 1· 
Filed Apr. 27, 1950. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, .TR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
The answer of the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, to a notice of motion for order authorizing annexa-
tion, filed against it in the Circuit Court of the County of 
Fairfax, Virginia., by the City of Alexandria, a body corporate, 
Plaintiff. 
This respondent, reserving to itself the benefit of all just 
exceptions to the notice of motion for order authorizing an-
nexation filed herein, for any errors or imperfections therein 
contained, for answer thereto, or so much thereof as it is ad-
vised it is material it should answer, answers and says: 
Uounly or Fairiax 'V. City of .Alexandria 
I. 
"That this respondent l1as no notice of the adoption of the 
fOrdinance s·et out in said notice of motion for order authoriz-
fog ·annexation, and calls for strict proof that said -efdf-µttiice 
was -ever legally or sufficiently 'adopted, or that said notice of 
motion and ordinance were properly published in a newspa-
per, as required by law. 
II. 
This respondent l1as no knowledge of the sufficiency or the 
accuracy of the metes and bounds 4escription of the territory 
.sought to be mmexed, and calls for strict proof thereof. · 
III. 
This respondent denies tbat it is necessary or 
page 43} expedient that the territory described in said ·no-
. tice of motion for order authorizing annexation be 
annexed to the City of Alex~ndria, and in specific reply to 
the matters set out in said ordinance, this respond1mt answers 
~md says: 
(]) 
This respondent denies that th~ City of Alexandria lies in 
the most thriving and rapidly growing urban community in 
Virginia, but admits thaf said city lies on the outer fringe of 
the most thliving and ra.pidly growing urban area in Vir .. 
f.dnia. This respondent admits that the present area of said 




neither admits nor denies that its present population is 75,000, . ·t 
and calls for s~rict proof thereof. This respondent admits i 
that the city, as well as the territory surrounding· said city, ,~ 
has had a phenomenal growth in the past ten years., but this ~ 
respondent avers that such growth has resulted not from any \ 
overflow of the population of said City, nor the pressure of 
hnsiness or population within said City, but by reason of the 
proximity of said City and the territory sought to be annexed, 
as well as other adjacent territory, to Washing·ton, D. C., which, 
being the Nation's capitol, has accounted for this phenomenal 
growth in population. This respondent denies that the cor-
porate limits of said City are unduly contracted or that said 
City is completely built up, but on the contrary avers that 
the present corporate limits of said City are ample and suf .. 
ficient for all its needs and purposes of every kind. This re-
(' 
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s:pondent denies that the Citv of Alexandria is the center of 
tiie area sought to be annexed, but,. on the contrary, avers that 
W ashingt~n, D. q.,. is the cel}ter of the :Metropolitan area 
thereof, of which the City of Alexandri~ and the territory ad-
jacent thereto, are. suburban fringes.. This respondent denies 
that many new-comers to, as well as former residents of the 
City of Alexapdria have been compelled to est3:b-
page 44 } lish their residences and businesses without the-
. c~i;porate limits by reason of the same being un;;.. 
duly contracued, but avers that the area sought to be annexed 
is populated almost entirely by the new-comers., who have no 
connection whatever with the City of Alexandria, and your 
respondent calls for strict pr.oof of all the allegations in this. 
paragraph.. In addition to the matters stated above, this re-
spondent avers that many of the residents of the City of Alex-
andria1 who were temporarily resident there by reason of 
the location in said City of the United States Naval Torpedo 
:plant, and the United States Military Reservation at Fort 
B,lvoir, which is loca~ed nbont eight or ten miles south of 
Alexandria,. on U .. S .. Route No. i., ba,re now ~eft their tem-
porary residences in _and about the (Jity of Alex.arrdria.r and 
have returned to tlleir homes elsewhei·e .. 
(2) 
This respondent denies that the area proposed for amrexa-
tio~1, together with the present City,- constitutes a compact 
body of land peculi~rly adapted to city growth and govern-
ment, and that all of the territory is needed in the reasonably 
nea1· future for the City's development,. but, on tl1e eontra1~y,. 
avers that the great majority of the territo1~ p1·oposed to be 
annexe4, w.ith the exception of that part ,thereof lying south 
of the ~ittle River Turnpike (State Route No. 236),. is com-
posed of dwellings situated oil comparatively large parcels: 
of land, which are definitely n_ot suited for city growth and 
g_overiiment, nor does it constitute a compact body of land, 
the City only attempting to r.each out and annex the land in 
the westerly and northwesterly bonndary thereof, and ignor-
ing the heavily populated areas which surround the .City in 
other directions. 
(3) 
TI1is respondent denies tllat tlie proposed areas· ne·ed tl1e 
.. . services and tlle administration of a form of gov-
page 45 ~ eminent that is equipped and designed to meet the 
needs of' a; uiba:n peo'Pie, as clistirrguisihed from 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 
those of a rural or semi-rural folk, but on the contrary avers 
that, as stated in paragraph (2) above, the greater part of 
the territory sought for annexation is better suited to a 
suburban or rural type of government. There appears in this 
paragraph of the notice of motion the following language: 
'' It has been determined from experienc~~ and implemented 
by legislative, constitutional and judicial mandate~ that in 
the State of Virginia, city governments are best able to man-
age the affairs of a homogeneous, integrated and compact 
urban community.'' This respondent is unable to under-
stand the meaning· of this sentence, and calls for an explana .. 
tiou and strict proof thereof. This respondent further denies 
that the government of Fairfax County, and its administr~ .. 
tion, is of the traditional and ancient type that operates fairly 
successful (sic) in a strictly rural area, but is outmoded, in-
effective and unable to meet the needs and requirements of 
strictly urban communities, and calls for strict proof thereof. 
This respondent further denies that annexation is essential 
if the needs and requirements of the City of Alexandria, and 
its environs, a re to be achieved, and calls for strict proof 
thereof. 
(4) 
This respondent denies that the area proposed for annexa-
tion needs the services outlined in this paragraph, but avers 
that said services are badly needed in the present City of 
Alexandria, and further avers that the same are not economi-
cally feasible if the territory proposed for annexation is un-
der the control of the City of 4lexandria, since the City l1as 
nearly reached, if it has not already reached, its debt limit 
prescribed by the law and the Constitution~ its poorly-man-
::iged City government having sl10vv·11 a deficit for the past 
several years, and without the assessed values and conse-
quent borrowing power which the City will re-
page 46 } ceive by virtue of Ruch annexation, it cannot pro-
vide the servicer,; that its citizens now need. The 
territory soug·ht for annexation is not in the watershed 
tl1roug-h which the City must dispoi;;e of its sewage, and would 
therefore be of no value in providing- it with an atea throug-h 
wI1ich it could dispose of the same. The Citv of Alexandria 
does not have at this time, or in prospect, adequate and suf-
ficient treatment facilities for the treatment of the raw sew-
age of the City of Alexandria, and altboup;h the ,vMer Cou-
trol Board of the State of Virginia has demanded that tlrn 
City of Alexandria furnisl1 the~e facilities, the City has failed 
so to do, and has even failed to submit to said "\Yater Control 
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Board any plans and specifications with reference to such a 
treatment plant, and this respondent avers and charges that 
the reason that the same has not been done is because of the 
fact that the cost of sueh a treatment plant to meet the pres-
ent needs of the City of Alexandria is something like $4,000,-
000.00, and that the City of Alexandria does not have borrow-
ing capacities at this time within the statutory and constitu-
tional limits with which to provide funds for the construction 
of such treatment plant. This respondent further avers and 
-0harges that the territory sought to be annexed by the City 
-0f Alexandria has within its confines the present Federally-
owned trunk line sewer system, which is now maintained and 
operated by the County, and this respondent further avers 
and charges that_ such present existing sewer system in the 
territory sought to be annexed can be with relative economy 
used to serve the said territory .. 
(5) AND (6) .. 
That the greater portion of the territory soug·ht to be an-
nexed lies in Sanitary District No. 1, of Fairfax County, Vir-
ginia, and if the residents thereof desire to do so, they are 
enabled by the Sanitary District laws of tl1e State of Vir-
ginia to have trash and garbage collection, streets, street 
lights, parks and recreational facilities, and there-
page 47 ~ fore this respondent avers that they can avail 
themselves of all these services without the neces-
sity of annexation. 
(7) 
In response to this parag-raph of said ordinance, this re;. 
sponclent denies that the City of Alexandria represents the 
heart of the '' .Alexandria community,'' but on the contrary 
avers that Alexandria and the Territory sought to be an-
nexed, as well as other communities in this section of Fairfax 
County, are merely the suburban periphery of the metropoli-
tan area of the City of ,;vm:ihington, D. C., and this respond-
ent further denies that the people liv:ing in the area sought 
to be annexed liave their commercial, so9ial, recreational, civic, 
church, school and other interests largely within the City of' 
Alexandria, and daily use its streets and other public facilities,, 
but on the contrary, this respondent avers tllat the interests 
of the people in the area proposed for annexation above out-
lined are only incidental to the City of Alexandria, their in-
terests being centered in the City of 1'T ashington, D. C., and 
they rarely use the streets. of the City of Alexandria, most of 
/ 
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Raid citizens using the Henry G. Shirley Memorial Highway, 
owned and maintained by the Commonwealth of Virginia, and 
passing through the territory sought for annexation, to travel 
to and from their work in and about said City of Washi:r;igton, 
D. C.; that a great majority of the residents of the te:tritory 
sought to be annexed, since they are employed in and about 
the City of Washing-ton, D. C., by the Federal Government, 
purchase their food, clothing and other necessities without 
ihe corporate limits of the City of Alexandria, ·and their chil· 
dren attend school, and they engage in most of their recrea-
tional activities, without the corporate limits of said City. 
This respondent denies that the City of Alexandria and its 
residents., tog·ether with the areas proposed for annexation, 
and their residents, constitute in fact one uninterrupted and 
homogeneous community, and on the contrary aver 
page 48 } that their interests are entirely different, and the 
residents of said territory would not improv:e their 
situation by being· under the present inefficient government of 
the City of .Alexandria . 
. This respondent denies all of the allegations .of this para-
graph, and calls for strict proof thereof. 
(8) 
This respondent does not understand the allegations in this 
paragTaph, and calls for an explanation and strict proof 
thereof. 
(9) 
This respondent denies the allegations in this paragraph 
and calls for strict proof thereof. 
(10) 
This respondent avers tllat the County _of Fairfax now 
eontains 417 square mjles, and this annexation ordinance re-
quests the annexatior(\of 7.65 square miles, which would ap· 
pear to leave remaini*-g in the County of Fairfax, if the an-
11exation is granted, 4P9.35 square miles, and this respondent 
is unable to understand the mathematical formula whereby 
the City of Alexandria arrived at a remaining area in the 
County of about 400 square miles, and the same thing applies 
to the estimated assessed valuations of over $60;000,000.00. 
This respondent avers that if the. annexation is granted, it 
will not have sources remaining wlHch will be ample and rea-
l 
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sonable- to. carry oil its. go.vernm.ent without mueasonably af..: 
fecting its. present tax structure, and calls. for strict proof 
of. this allegation .. 
JV. 
Irr response· fo sub-paragTaphs I, 21 3 and 4, set out under· 
this parag;raph,· the City of Alexandria has merely ahleged 
that it will ~lQ;what it is required to clo by the statutes of Vir-
ginia, and this respondent avers that the~ City will be totally 
unable to carry out the projeets. which it has alleg·ed u11de1 .. 
this paragraph, since its bonded indebtedness is. 
pag·e 49 ~ now in excess of $9,0001000.00, that its budget 
showed a deficit of $119,000.00 as of January 1,. 
l 950, and the City Manager of said City, in the month of 
J\Iarch, 1950, reported to the City Council that there· "\Vas· a 
deficit in the budget in excess of $110,:C)OO.OO, and yonr- re-· 
spondent avers that even with the additional assessed values 
said Oity hopes to acquire- from the territory sought to be-
a:nnexed, it will be- unable to extricate itself from the financial 
mire in which it finds itself engulfed. 
In further specific answer to the. allegations; of sub-para-
g;raph (1), wherein the City alleges that it will assume and 
provide for Hie reimbursement of the County of Fairfax of a 
just proportion of any existing debt of said County or dis-
trict therein, '' except sewer bonds issued or proposed to be 
issued for· Sanitary Dishict No. I,. 1 " this respondent av era that 
a:. g:r:eat parl of the territory sought to be annexed is in Sani-
tary District No .. lr of' Fairfax Connty: Virginiar mrder the-
supervision and crontrvl, aecorcTing·· to the stattrtes· in Sich 
cases made and proTI.'ded, of' the' Board of' Supervis~rs: f>'f 
Fairfax County, Virginia i tlurt said Sanitary- District No. I 
discharges most of. its- sewage info the Holmes· Run s·ew.lar-
Lim:e, which was con:strrrctecI nncier tTle- so-called '' Lam&am 
Act/' in the ycmr 1mrn, by the United States of America, said 
sewer line being leased to tlle County of Fairfax, and it being 
contemplated when it was constructed, that the same would 
later be sold and conveyed to said County of Fairfax, and a 
contract has been entered into by the· United States- of America 
and the Connty of Fairfax, for the sale of said sewer line· to 
said County, and pursuant to this ag-reement, after the vari-
ous· engineering studies had been completed, a referendum 
was lield in said sanitary district, in accordance witI1 the sani-
ta:ry district statutes of Virginia, to ascertain the will of the- . 
,/ 
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electorate in said sanitary district, on the question of issu-
ing· bonds for the purpose of purchasing said sewer line., ex-
tending the same, and the construction of a sewage 
page 50 ~ treatment plant, which treatment plant the County 
has been required to construct by the vVater Con-
trol Board of the State of Virginia, and that although the 
electorate in said Sanitarv District No. 1 voted in favor of 
the issuance of $3,000,000.00 worth of bonds for the purposes 
above enumerated, the City has attempted to block the sale 
of said bonds by the adoption of the annexation ordinance on 
March 22, 1950, and filing this notice of motion for an order 
authorizing annexation, the said City being· fully aware that 
such action on its part might block the sale of said bonds; 
that as hereinbefore statedjn this answer, the City of Alex-
andria has alleged that it will assume its proportionate ~hare 
of all obligations of the County of J:l,airfax, Virginia, '' except 
sewer bonds issued or proposed to be issued for Sanitary 
District No. 1," and that said City of Alexandria has not at 
present, or in prospect, any means of disposing of the sewage 
of the territory sougllt to be annexed, except throug·h the 
aforesaid Holmes Run Sewer Linc, and this respondent fur-
ther avers that if said City is permitted to annex any of the 
territory included in said Sanitary District No. 1, then in that 
event the assessed values in said sanitary district will be 
reduced to such a point that said sanitary district will not be 
able to issue sufficient bonds to carry out any of the program 
as outlined above, since said sewer line is valueless to 
said County unless it can extend the same and erect said sew-
age treatment plant. 
This respondent further avers that this Honorable Court 
has no jurisdiction to adjust the financial matters between 
the County of Fairfax and the City of Alexandria, as pro-
vided in the annexation statutes for the State of Virginia, 
until the bonds are sold in accordance with the mandate of 
the electorate in Sanitary District No. 1, since until this is 
accomplished this Honorable Court will be unable to deter-
mine what proportion of the indebtedness of the 
page 51 ~ County the said City should assume in the event 
the said annexation is granted. 
In further specific answer to Paragraph IV, this respond-
ent avers that the water for the Citv of Alexandria is fur-
nished to the citizens of said Citv bv the .Alexandria Water 
Company, a public service corporation, under its charter and 
the mandate of the State Corporation Commission of the 
State of Virg;inia, and there is no assurance that said com-
pany would be willing, nor that the said State Corporation 
,• 
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Commission would order, that said company furnish water 
to the residents of the territory sought to be annexed. 
v. 
This respondent has no knowledge of the allegations con-
tained in this paragraph, and calls for strict proof thereof. 
VI. 
This respondent has no knowledge as to whether or not the 
City has complied with the alleg·ations of this paragraph, and 
calls for strict proof thereof. 
VII. 
This respondent has no knowledge as to whether or not the 
City has complied with the allegations of this paragraph, and 
calls for strict proof thereof. 
That in further specific response to the alleg·ations of the 
notice of motion for order authorizing annexation, this re-
spondent avers as follows: 
That there is no necessity or expediency for annexation to 
the City of Alexandria of any of the territory described in the 
alleg:ed ordinance, and that the present corporate limits of 
~aid City are ample and sufficient for all its needs and pur-
poses of every kind; that this attempt to unduly enlarge the 
boundaries of said City is a desire on the part of the said 
City to subject the property and territory that it seeks, and 
tl1e inhabitants thereof, to the increased burdens of 
page 52 ~ city taxation, now prevalent in the City of Alexan-
dria, for the purpose of raising additional reve-
nues to be spent in the manag·cment of the present inefficient 
and expensive. g·overnment of said City and for the further 
purpose of artificially increasing the population and wealth 
of the City of Alexandria., not tbroug·h its natural growth, 
but by reaching out to absorb some of the most tbicakly popu-
lated and valuable sections of the County of Fairfax,. which 
have been developed and improved not as a result of any 
overflow of the population of the City of Alexandria, nor the 
pressure of business or population within the present area 
Oouniy or Fairfax v. City oi Alexandria 
t>f said City, but as the result of the efforts and enterprise 
of the citizens of the Countv of Fairfax and its location in 
close proximity to the District of Columbia, from which Dis-
trict many workers in the Federal Government, brought to 
said District by said Government., have come to said County 
to make their homes, and is but au effort to fo:restaU and 
thwart the proper growth of the urban and suburban popula-
tion of the County of Fairfax as a whole. 
That the said City has nearly reached, if it has not already 
1·eached, its debt limit prescribed by law and" the Constitu-
tion; that its expenses are yearlJ~ increasing, .and that the 
only necessity or expediency for annexing the property de-
scribed in said ordinance is to obtain more territory and as-
sets whereby its annual revenue and borrowing capacity may 
be increased, and if the .j>.etiti~m fo.r a!lnexation is granted, 
those of Falls Church Magisterial District and Mount Vernou 
Magisterial District in the County of Fairfax, will be cor-
respondingly decreased thereby and their due, orq.erly and 
natural development thereby impeded, and that said City is 
in no :financial condition to arrange for or make future im-
provements for said territory now soug·ht to be annexed, or 
pay for the improvements the statute requires to be paid for, 
and for this reason said City has failed to state 
page 53 } in its ordinance what arrangements it has made for 
such future improvements other than by making 
general allegations and quoting the language of the statute, 
although this is required by law. 
That in further response to the allegations in the said no-
tice of motion for order authorizing .-annexation., this respond-
ent avers that the jail in the City of Alexandria has been con-
demned on a number of occasions, that it is entirely unfit and 
unsuitable for the purposes for which it was intended, that 1 
the officials of the said City are housed in ancient and inade- 1~;: 
qu~te buildings, and that said City being· unable to care for 
its present problems, clearly indicates tha.t it is una.ble to add 
to its present burdens those of the citizens in the territory :~ 
proposed to be annexed. 
That this respondent, for the reasons above stated, is now 
1mable to state all the items of reimbursement to which it 
would be entitled, under the annexation statutes of the State 
of Vhginia, in the event that any portion of the territory is 
annexed, and this respondent reserves the rig·ht hereafter to 
amend and supplement this, its answer to said notice of mo-
tion for order authorizing annexation, from time to time, as 
such information .becomes available. 
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And now, having fully answered the notice of motion for 
order authorizing· annexation, this respondent prays to be 
hence dismissed, with its reasonable costs in this behalf ex-
pended .. 
BOARD 0:E" SUPERVISORS OF FAIR-
F A.X: COUN~Y, VIRGINIA 
By G .. \VALLACE CARPER 
. . . 
HUGH B. MARSH 
Attorney for the Commonwealth 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH,. JR. 
Counsel for the Board of Supervisors; 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, and all 
Defendants. 
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County of Fairfax,. fo-wit:: 
Its-. Chairman .. 
G. \\!aIIace Carper,. Chairman of the Board of' S'upervisors: 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, the respondent named in the· 
foregoing answer, being duly sworn, says tllat the facts and 
alleg·ations therein contained are true, except so far as they 
are therein stated to be on information, and that so fm~ as· 
they are therein stated to be upon information, he believes 
them to be true. 
G. WALLACE CARPER,. 
Chairman of the Board of Super-
visors of Fairfax. County, Virginia,. 
Respondent .. 
'raken, sworn to and subscribed before me, Eleanor L .. 
Chesley, a Notary Public of and for the County and State-
aforesaid,_ in my County aforesaid, this 27th day of' April,. 
1950.. 
ELEANOR- L. CHESLEY 
Notary Prrblic· 
My commission expires J a:nmrry 13~ 1953'. 
Service of tlw filing of this answer was bad on April 27th, 
1950, by mailing c@pies tl1ereof to; V .. Floyd Williams·,_ Burke 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 
and Herbert Bank Building, Alexandria, Virginia, and 
Horace H. Edwards, Travelers Building, Richmond 19, Vir-
ginia, counsel of record for said City of Alexandria, Virginia. 
HUGH B. MARSH 
Attornev for the Commonwealth 
ROBERT .. J. McCANDLISH, JR. 
Counsel for the Board of Super-
visors of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia, and all Defendants. 
page 55 ~ Filed May 26, 1950. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR.., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION. 
State of Virginia., 
County of Alexandria, ss: 
I, C. C. Carlin, Jr., do solemnly swear that I am the Editor 
of the ALEXANDR,I..A GAZETTE; printed and published at 
Alexandria, in the State of Virginia, and that from my own 
personal knowledge and reference to the files of said publica-
tion the advertisement of Annexation Report #2622 was ii1-
serted in the GAZETTE on dates as follows: April 24, May 
2-9-15, 1950. 
C. C. CARLIN, JR., 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of May, 
1950. 
(Seal) 
My commission expires 10/23/50. 
Virginia: 
HELEN R. YOUNG 
Notary Public 
In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax. 
City of Alexandria 
v. 
County of Fairfax 
50 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia· 
NOTICE. 
To: Hug·h B. Marsh, . 
Commonwealth's Attorney for the County 
of Fairfax 
Fairfax, Virginia 
Robert R. Dye 
E. C. Sheads 
Arthur I. Shaffer 
C. B. Runyon 
G. vVallace Carper 
Maurice W. Fox 
constituting the entire Board of 
Supervisors of the County of Fairfax. 
. l 
You are hereby notified that the City of Alexandria, a 
municipal corporation created under the laws of the Common-
wealth of Virginia, shall at 10 o'clock A. M., on the 26th day of 
May, 1950, move the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax 
and/or the Honorable Judges who sha.11 hear this case as pro-
vided by law, to make an order authorizing and declaring the 
annexation of certain territory in the County of Fairfax to 
the City of Alexandria set out in an ordinance of the Council 
of the City of Alexandria approved on the 22nd day of March, 
1950, as provided for in Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of 
Virginia, 1950. A copy of said ordinance is hereto attached 
and made a part hereof. 
CITY OF ALEXANDRIA 
By FRANKLIN P. BACKUS 
Mayor 
(s) V. FLOYD ·wrLLIAMS, p. q. 
(s) HORACE H. EDWARDS, p. q. 
Virginia: 
In the Circuit Court of the County .~l Fairfax. 
City of Alexandria 
v. 
County of Fairfax 
./ 
County of Fairfax v. City or Ale>.--andria 5J 
PE.TITION FOR ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRI-
TORY IN THE COUNTY OF FAIRFAX TO THE 
CITY OF ALEXANDRIA. 
To the Honor.able Circuit Court of the County of Fairf.ax: 
The petition of the City of Alexandria, a municipal cor .. 
poration created under the laws of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, respectfully represents! 
(1) That on the 22nd day of March, 1950, the Honorable 
Council of the City of Alexand1-ia adopted an ordinance by 
a recorded affirmative vote of a majority of all the members 
elected to said Council, wherein said Council · declared that 
the City of Alexandria desires to annex, pursuant to the pro-
visions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of Virginia, 1950., 
,certain territory in the County of Fairfax adjacent to the 
-corporate limits of the City of Alexandria. 
(2) That a copy of the aforesaid ordinance certified by the 
City Clerk of the Council of the Citv of Alexandria is filed 
with and prayed to be read as a part of this petition as if 
copied herein hac verbn. 
( 3) That the metes and bounds of the territory to be an-
nexed are accurately described.in said ordinance. 
( 4) That the necessity for and the expediency of annexing 
said territory to the City of Alexandria is specifically set 
forth in the said ordinance attached and to which specific ref-
erence is hereto made. 
(5) That the terms and conditions upon which the City of 
.Alexandria desires to annex the said territory and the pro-
visions which it desires to make for the future management 
and improvement thereof are also specifically set forth in 
said ordinance which is attached hereto and to which specific 
reference is hereby made. 
Wherefore, the City of Alexandria prays that all proceed-
in~s required by Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of Virgi11:ia, 
1950, be had, ail.cl that said territory be annexed to the City 
of Alexandria in~ccordance with the provisions of said Code. 
CITY OF ALEXANDRIA 
:L, By FRANKLIN P. BACKUS 
't1 :Mayor 
(s) V. FLOYD ·w1LLIAMS, p. q. 
(s) HORACE H. EDWARDS, p. q. 
-~ 
' .·, 
st. Suprema Court or Appeals of' Virginfa: 
ORDINANCE NO. 635 .. 
.AN ORDINANCE to provide for the extension of the cor-
porate limits of the City of Alexandria, Virginia,. in pursu-
ance of the· provisions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of 
Vi:rginitt,,.1,9$0, by the annexation o.f certain territory in the· 
County of Fairfax, Virginia, to set forth the metes. and 
bounds of the territory proposed to be acqufred, the neces-
sity for and the expediency of such annexation and the terms 
and conditions ~pon which the City desires to annex such 
territory, as well as the provisions which are made for its. 
future management and improvement. 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF ALEXANDRIA HEREBY 
ORDAINS:. 
I. 
That the Council of the City of' Alexandria, a innnicipa] 
corporation, hereby declares that it desires to annex, in pur-
~mance of the provisions of Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code 
of Virginia, 1950, certain territory lying in the County of 
Fairfax, which territory is adjacent to the present corporate· 
limits of the City of Alexandria. 
it .. 
The metes and bounds of' the territory proposed hy tn.is- or-
.dinance to be acquired from the County of Fair£ ax ate ac-
curately described as follows: 
' Beginning at the same stone which marks the point of be-
ginning of the present Corporate limits of the City of Alex-
andria, the said stone being located at the intersection of the 
southerly line of Littl6?' River Turnpike (Dttke Street ex-
tended) and the easterly line of Roberts. Lane., the said stone 
also being located in accorda*e "1ith the provisions of Sec-
tion 55-287 through Section 55-297, inclusive, of the Code of' 
Virginia (1950), by Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone,. 
as North 4172882.28 feet, East 2,407,433 .. 70 feet as determined 
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from the position of U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey Triangu-
lation Station "Temple 1934", (all courses and distances and 
coordinates herein described are determined in accordance 
with the requirements of the aforesaid Virginia Co-ordinate 
System, North Zone,) and running thence with the present 
Corporation line and the easterly line of Roberts Lane and 
the extension of ~aid line southwardly south 7° 02' 21" east 
l 987.90 feet to a point in the present Corporate limits of the 
City of Alexandria described as lying in the meander line 
of Cameron Run (Hunting Creek), the coordinates of 
said point are N 415,909.36 E 2,407,677.31; thence 
running south 6° 18' 30" west 112.04 feet to a point 
in the middle of the present channel of the aforesaid Cameron 
Run, the coordinates of said point are N 415,798.00 E 2.,407,-
665.00; thence running generally with the present meanders 
of the aforesaid Run and more particularly with the follow-
ing courses and distance to points hereinafter described by 
coordinates, thence south 49° 00' 10'' west 455.78 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,499.00 E 2,407,321.00; 
thence south 50° 41' 40'' west 249.43 feet to' a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,341.00 E 2,407,128.00; thence sout4 
17° 31' 30" west 239.10 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,113.00 E 2,407,056.00; thence south 27° 39' 40" west 
163.71 feet to a point, whose coordinates a.re N 414,968.00 E 
2.,406,980.00; thence south 42° 44' 40" west 89.87 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 414,902.00 E 2,406,919.00; 
thence south 61 ° 14' 00" west 290.90 feet to a point whose co-
ordinantes are N 414,762.01 E 2,406,664.00; thence north 81 ° 
56' 00" west 128.27 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
414,780.01 E. 2,406,537.00; thence south 87° 48' 30" west 209.15 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 414,772.01 E 2,406,-
328.00; thence north 39° 12' 3(Y' west 49.04 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 414,810.01 E 2.,406,297.00; thence 
north 15° 56' 40" east 138.32 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 414,943.01 E 2,406,335.00; thence north 47° 15' 00'' west" 
2:14.23 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,102.01 E 
2.406,163.00; thence north 85° 23' 40" west 149.48 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,114.01 E 2,406,014.00; 
thence north 45° 35' 10" west 138.60 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,211.01 E 2,405,915.00; thence north 2° 
57' 20" west 155.21 feet to a point, whose coordinates arc N 
415,366.01 E 2,405,907.00; thence north 55° 22' 30" west 102.08 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,424.01 E 2,405,-
823.00; thence north 87° 43' 50" west 227.18 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 415,433.01 E. 2,405,596.00; thence 
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north 65° 22' 401' west 79.20 feet to a point; wl1ose coordinates 
a:re N 415,466.01 E 21405,524.00; thence south 81 ° 42' 10'' west 
!.17.02 feet to a point1 whose coordinates are N 415,452.01 E 
2,405,428.00; thence north 42° 03' 50'' west 110.45 feet to a: 
point, whose coordinates are :N 415,534.01 E 2,405,354.00; 
thence north 81 ° 09' 3(Y' west 273.25 feet to a point, whose co .. 
ordinates are N 415,576.01 E 21405.,084.00; then south 69° 34' 
OCY' west 54.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415, .. 
557.01 E 2,405,033.00; thence north 73° 04' 20" west 312.54 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,648.01 E 2,404, ... 
734.00; tbence 11orth 38 6 5()1 30'' west 127.2S feet to a point, 
wltose coordi:rrntes a.re N 415-,741.01 E 2,404;654,00; thence 
south 81 ° 52' 10'' west 127.28 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,729.01 E 2,404,528.00; thence 
north 25° 30' 50" west 146.26 feet to a point, whose co .. 
ordinates are N 415186L01 E 2,404,465.00; thence due west 
105.00 feet to tt point1 whose coordintttes a.re N 415,861.01 E 
2,404,360.00; thence south 7 4 ° 52' 00" west 164.71 feet to a 
point, '\\1hose coordii1ates are N 415~818.01 E 2,404,201.00; 
thence north 67° 02' 20'' west 412.70 feet ·to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,979.01 E 2,403,821.00; thence south 17° 
10' 30" west 115.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,869.01 E 2,403,787.00; thence south 85° 39' O<Y' west 92.27 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,862.01 E 2,403, .. 
695.00; thence north 41 ° 36' 40" west 215.34 feet to a point1 
whose coordinates are N 416,023.01 E 2,403,552.00; thence 
north 28° 48' 00" west 217.96 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 416.,214.01 E 2,403,447.00; thence north 64.0 21' 30" 
west 83.19 feet to a point, ·whose coordinates are N 416,250.01 
E 2,403,372.00; thence north 37° 321 22" west 359.42 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 416,535.01 E 2,403,153.00; 
thence north 53° 00' O(Y' west 264.20 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 416,694.01 E 2,402,942.00; thence north 4° 
21' 20" east 197.57 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
416,891.01 E 2,402,957.00; thence north 61 ° 57' 10" west 138.23 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 416,956.01 E 2,402,-
835.00; thence north 27° 10' 50" west 207.97 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,141.01 E 2,402,740.00; thence 
north 56° 471 10" west 266.55 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,287.01 E 2,402,517.00; thence north 30° 40' 10" west 
100.00 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,373.02 E 
2,402,465.99; thence south 58° 46' HY' west 109.93 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates ant,¥ 417,316.02 E 2,402,371.99; 
then~e south 38° 08' 40" wes£}2'42.86 feet to a point., whose 
coordinates are N 417,125.02 E 2,402,221.99; thence south 87c:, 
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04' 50" west 294.38 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,110~03 E 2,401,927.99; thence north 30° 04' 10° west 109.77 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,205.03 E 2,401, 
872.99; thence north 83° 47' 50" west 231.35 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,230.03 E 2,401,642.99; thence 
south 87° 01' 20" west 346.47 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,212.03 E 2,401,296.99; thence north 41 ° 55' 40'' west 
145.16 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,320.03 E 
2,401,199.99; thence north 63° 37' 30'' west 407.41 feet to a 
pointt whose coordinates are N 417,501.02 E 2,400,834.99; 
thence south 66° 38' 50" west 295.18 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 417,384.01 E 2,400,563.99; thence south 55~ 
61' 50'' west 142.56 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,304.01 E 2,400,445.99; thence south 43° 41' 00" west 246.14 
feet to a point., whose coQrdinates are N 417,126.01 E 2,400,-
275.99; thence south 23° 17' 00" west 179.63 feet to 
a point, whose coordinates are N 416,961.01 E 2,400,-
204.99 ; thence north 65 ° 22' 00" west 4 77.45 feet to 
a point, whose coordinates are N 417,160.02 E 2,399,770.99; 
thence north 54° 18' 40" west 533.12 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 417,471.03 E 2,399,337.99; thence north 56° 
37' 40" west 249.07 feet to a point, whose coordinate.a are N 
417,608.04 E 2,399,129.99; thence north 47° 42' 30'' west 209.54 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,749.04 E 2,398,-
974.99; thence north 66° 49' 40" west 279.55 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,859.04 E 2,~98,717.99; thence 
north 81 ° 07' 40" west 207.48 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,891.04 E 2,398,512.99; thence south 49° 32' 20" west 
134.06 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,804.04 E 
2,398,410.99; thence north 89° 21' 00'' west 88.01 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 417,805.04 E 2,398,322.99; 
thence south 30° 31' 20" west 200.83 feet to a point, whose co· 
ordinates are N 417,632.04 E 2,398,220.99; thence south 76° 
08' 40" west 308.99 feet to a point, whose cootdinates are N 
417,558.04 E 2,397,920.99; thence south 47° 55' 10'' west 138.78 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,465.03 E 2,397,-
817.99; thence south 83° 48' 10" west 176.03 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,446.03 E 2,397,642.99; thence 
Horth 83° 36' oo>, west 323.01 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
· are N 417,482.04 E 2,397.,321.99; thence north 82° 43' 20'' west 
323.61 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,523.04 E 
2,397,000.99; then-ce north 50° 51' 50'' west 318.44 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates 3ire N 417,724.03 E- 2,396,753.99; 
thence north 34° 33' 20" west t\:28.71 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 417,830.03 E~ 2,396,680.99; thence south 81 ° 
. ' 
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55' 5CY' west 53.41 feet to a point, in the northerly line of the 
right-of-way of the Riehmond Fredericksburg and Potomac: 
Railroad, the coordinates of said point are N 417,822.53 E 
2.,396,628.11; thence running g·enerally with the said north-
erly line of the. Richmond Fredericksburg and Potomac Rail-
road right-of-way and more particularly with the following 
courses and distances to points hereinafter described by co-
ordinates, south 51 ° 40' 40'' west 663.73 feet to a point of 
curve, whose coordinates, are N 417 ,.410.96. E 2,396,107.39 ; 
thence continuing along the arc of a curve to the right whose 
1·adins is 8499.00 feet, and whose chord bearing and chord 
are south 52° 48' 09" west and 333.65 feet, respectively, a dis-
tance of 333.67 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,-
209.25 E 2,395,841.62; thence south 36° 04' 22·" east 15.00 feet 
to an iron bar, whose coordinates are N 417,197.13 E 2,395,-
850.45; thence along the arc of a curYe to the right whose 
radius is 8513.99 west and whose chord bearing and chord are 
south 59° 55' 14" west and 1777..95 feet, respectively, a distance 
of 1781.18 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 416.,306.02 
E 2,394,311.93; thence south 0° 31' 40'' east 5.43 
feet to a point on a curve to the right,. the coordi-
nates of said point are N 416,300.59 E 394,311.98; 
thence along the arc of said cm·ve to the right whose radius 
is 8518.99 feet and whose ~hord bearing and chord are south 
71 ° 34' 58" west and 1678.69 feet, respectively, a distance of 
1681.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,770.23 E 
2,392,719.27; thence north 12° 45' 46" west 35.00 feet to a 
point on a curve to the right, the coordinates of said point 
are N 415,804.37 E 2,392,711.54; thence along the arc of said 
curve to the right ·whose radins is 8484.00 feet and whose 
chord bearing and chord are south 78° 08' 57" west and 270.06 
feet, respectively, a distance of 270.09 feet to a point., whose 
coordinates are N 415,748.91 E 2,392,447.24; thence south 79° 
03' 40" west 1025.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates are-
N 415,554.38 E 2,391,440.74; thence sonth 4° 17' 00" east 30.20 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,524.26 E 2,391,-
443.00; thence south 79° 03' 4(Y' west 3302.03 feet to an iron 
pipe set in the northerly rig-ht-of-way line of the Richmond 
Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad and in a line of the 
]and of the S0utl1ern Railway, the coordinates of said pipe 
in the Virginia Co-ordinate System, N ortb Zone, are North 
414,897.63 feet East 2,388,200.98 feet; thence leaving- the 
northerly right-of-way ]ine of the Richmond Fredericksburg 
and Potomac Railroad and running with a line of the land 
of the Southern Railway and crossing the land of, and main 
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line tracks of, the said Southern Railway north 3° 48' 44" 
west 945.93 feet to a point in the northerly line of the right-
of-way of the said Southern Railway and a cornei· to the lands 
knows as the .A. F. Saum Estate and the land formerly owned 
by Frank Mitchell, the coordinates of said point are N 415,-
841.50 E 2,388,138.08 ; thence running with the aforesaid 
northerly right-of-way line south 70° :25' 23" west 605.71 feet 
to a point, the coordinates of which are N 01·th 415,638.51 feet 
East 2,387,567.39 feet; thence leaving the said northerly right-
of-way line and crossing the land of the aforementioned A. F. 
Saum Estate and runtling geue1·ally with the easterly line of 
the land of McDowell north 21 ° 07' 03" west 2150.01 feet to 
a point in the southerly line of the Edsall Road (Route 648), 
the coordinates of said point are N 417,644.16 E 2,386,792.77; 
thence crossing· the aforesaid Edsall Road and running- south 
77° 19' 38" west 251.16 feet to an iron pipe in the line between 
the lands of Biggers and Stulz, the coordinates of said pipe 
are N 417,589.06 E 2.,386,547.-73; thence running generally 
with the line of Big·gers and Stulz north 11 ° 24' 13" west 
1748.59 feet to an iron pipe, whose coordinates are N 419,-
303.14 E 2,386,202.00; thence north 79° 03' 55" east 149.77 
feet to a stone which\ lies on the wester]v side of an outlet 
road, the coordinates of said stone are N 419,331.55 E 2,386,-
349.05; thence north 1 ° 55' 3CY' east 893.17 feet to a concrete 
right-of-way monument of the Commonwealth of Virginia: 
Department of Highwa:ys marking the southeasterly line of 
Service Road No. 4 of the Henry G. Shirley :Me-
morial Highway System (Route 350) ; the coo1~dinates 
of said monument on the Virginia. Co-ordinate Sys-
tem·, North Zone, a re North 420,224.19 feet East 2,386,-
379.07 feet; thence crossing said Service Road and said Shir-
ley Highway north 1 ° 31' 56" east 451.39 feet to a point in the 
Jine between lots 3 and 4 of the <livisfon of the land of "'\Vil-
]i'am H. Lewis, tlie coordinates of said point are N 420,675.45 
E 2,386,391.12 :· thence w·ith the line between the northerly 
line of the said Lot 4 north 70=> 02' 00" west 1150.50 feet to 
the southerly corner of Lots 6 aud 7 of the aforesaid division 
of the land of William H. Lewis., the coordinates of said cor-
ner are N 421,068.32 E 2,385,309.77; tl~ence running generaUy 
with the line between the aforesaid Lots 6 and 7 north 28° 
48' 00" east 1174.48 feet to the southeasterly corner of the 
land of Anita J. Le,,·is, also a eorner to Ro11ald Lewis, the 
coordinates of said corner are K 422,097.52 E 2,385,875.58; 
thence generally with the lands of the said Anita Lewis and 
Ronald Lewis no'.rth 61 ° 12' 00" ,vest 135.46 feet, to- a point 
I .. 
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whose coordinates are N 4~2,162.78 E 2,385,756.88; tl1ence 
north 28° 48' 00" east 237.23 feet to a point in the southerly 
line of the Little River Turnpike (Route 236), the coordinates 
of said point are N 422,370.67 E 2,385,871.17; thence crossing 
the said Turnpike and the lands of Orndorff, S. R. Johnston, 
. James Foster and the land formerly owned by Emily Smoot, 
north 5° 45' 04" west 2261.29 feet to a point 300 feet south-
westerly from the Lincolnia Road (Route 613), the coordi-
nates of said point are N 424,620.58 E 2,385,644.57; thence 
with a line 300 feet southwesterly from and parallel to the 
Raid Lincolnia Road north 27° 39' 00" west 245.01 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 424,837.61 E 2,385,530.87; 
thence north 62 ° 21' 00'' east 330.00 feet to a point in the north-
easterly line of the said Lincolnia Road and in the roadway 
lying on the easterly side of the Lincolnia Heights Subdivi-
Aion, the coordinates of said point are N 424,990.75 E 2,385,-
823.18; thence along· the said roadway and the extension 
thereof north 18° 46' 47" east 2873.21 feet to a point in the 
land of ·w. L. Clarke, the coordinates of said point are N 
427,711.06 E 2,386,748.15; thence continuing· throug·h the land 
of the said W. L. Clarke to the line of the land of F. S. Smith 
and with said F. S. Smith land south 70° 42' 43" east 2120.89 
feet to a point in the meanders of Holmes Run, the coor¢linates 
of said point are N 427,010.49 E 2,388,749.99; thence with the 
meanders of said Run north 16° 34' 20'' west 277.85 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 427,276.80 E 2,388,670.74 
thence leaving· said Holmes Run and running through the 
fand of S. J. Gordon, tlie ]and formerly owned by R. E. 
Ankers, Jr., the land of M. A. Ankers and the land of R. F. 
Rosen north 67° 50' 58" east 1208.64 feet to a point whose 
coordinates are N 427,732.59 E 2,389,790.18, which point is 
also the easterly corner common to the land of said 
Rosen and the land formerly owned by D. S. Bart-
lett; thence running generally with the southeasterly 
line of Bartlett and the northwesterly line of the land 
of G. H. Lacy north 38° 47' 41" east 776.64 feet to a point 
whose coordinates are N 428,337.90 E 2,390,27H.77; thence 
crossing the land of H. A. Lockridge and the land now or 
formerly owned by Lydia_ Hoffman north 32° 56' 06" east 
858.19 feet to an iron bar in the westerlv line of a 30 foot 
road, the coordinates of said iron bar are N 429,058.17 E 
2,390,743.36; thence crossing· said road and running south 
66° 05' 42" east 38.45 feet to an iron pipe at the westerly end 
of the line between Lots 2 and 3 of ~be Wheat Subdivision,. 
the coordinates of said iron pipe are N 429,042.42 E 2,390,-
778.54; thence generally with the line between the aforesaid 
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Lots 2 and 3 north 73° 27' 40" east 902.00 feet to a point in 
the southwesterly line of Davis A venue, the coordinates of 
said point are N 429,299.36 E 2,391,643.19; thence with the 
said line of Davis Avenue north 32'? 25' 44" west 312.50 feet 
to a point whose coordinates are N 429,563.13 E 2,391,475.61; 
thence crossing Davis Avenue and running generally with 
certain lot lines in Block 3 of the Dowden Subdivision north 
. 60° 03' 43" east 260.68 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 429,693.23 E 2,3Hl,701.51; thence north 29° 56' 17" west 
16.34 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 429,707.39 E 
2.,391,693.36; thence north 60° 03' 43" east 213.39 feet to a 
point in the southwesterly line of King· Boulevard, the co· 
ordinates of said point are N 429,813.89 E 2,391,878.28; thence 
with the said southwesterly line of King Boulevard south 
29° 56' 17" east 48.80 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 429,771.60 E 2,391,902.63; thence crossing said Boulevard 
and running generally with certain lot lines of Block 4 of 
the Dowden Subdivision north 60° , 03' 43" east 588.00 feet 
to a point, whose coordinates are N 430,065.05 E 2,392,412.17; 
thence north 29° 56' 17" west 55.00 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 430,112.71 E 2,392,384.72; thence north 60° 
03' 43" east 213.93 feet to a point in the southwesterly line 
of Seminary Road (Route 716), the coordinates of said point 
nre N 430,219.47 E 2 .. 392,570.10; thence crossing Seminary 
Road north 21 ° 07'. 4(Y' east 58.18 feet to a point whose co-
ordinat~s are N 430,273.74 E 2,392,591.07, which point is also 
a corner of the lands of Steel and Davis; thence generally 
with their line and the land formerly known as the Washing· 
ton Forest Property north 67° 46' 46" east 3230.48 feet to a 
stone whose coordinates are N 431,495.42 E 2,395,581.64, which 
stone also lies in the southerly line of the Leesburg- Turnpike 
(Route 7); thence crossing said rond and running north 55° 
50' 10" east 69.09 feet to a point in the northerly line of the 
said Leesburg· Turnpike, the coordinates of said point are N 
431,534.22 E 2,395,638.81; thence north 9° 13' 10" east 500.43 
feet to a point in the Arlington-Fairfax line, the 
coordinates of said point are N 432,028.19 E 2,395,-
718.99; thence with said Arlington-Fairfax line south 
46° 09' 10" east 1505.47 fet to a set stone, whose coordi-
uates are N 430.,985.29 E 2,396,804.72, which stone is enclosed 
in an iron fence, an orig·inal boundary stone of the District of 
Columbia; thence continuing with said line south 45° 39' 45" 
east 5380.80 feet to a set stone whose coordinates are N 
427,224.74 E 2,400,653.26, which stone is enclosed in an iron 
fence; thence continuing with the said Arlingfon-Fairfax line 
Routh 45° 53' 41" east 2408.06 feet to a point whose coordi-
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11ates are N 425,548..78 E 2,402,382.40, which point is in tI1e 
present Corporate limits of the City of Alexandria and lies 
in the center line of Braddock Road; thence with the center 
line of Bradd9ck Road and the present Corporate Lim.its of 
the City of Alexandria north 85.0' 12' 34" west 358.26 feet to 
a st_one set in the westerly line of Quaker Lane, whose co .. 
ordinates are N 425,578.56 E 2,402,025.42; thence with the 
aforesaid Q9rpotate Limits and the westerly line of Quaker· 
Lane south ,4° ~~' 07" west 3827.81 feet to_ a point whose co-
ordinates ai·~·.N 421,762.10 E 2,401,732.70; thence 8outh 6° 
50' 00'' east 2886.44 feet to a point in the northerly line of 
the Little River Turnpike, the coordinates of said point are: 
N 418,896.02 E 2,402,076.18; thence continuing with the afore-
said Corporate limits and the northerly line of the aforesaid 
Little River Turnpike south 80° 02' 29" e·ast 4736.71 feet to 31 
point, whose cootclir1ates a1··e _N 418,077 .. 01 E 2,406,741.47; 
thence south 74° 56' 45° east 279.99 feet to a point, whose co-
oi·dina.tes are N 418,004.29 E 2,407,01,.85; thence south 81 ° 
48' 45" east 418.38 feet to a point in the aforesaid northerly 
line of the Little River Turnpike, the coordinates of said 
pofot are· N 417,944.71 E. 2,.407 ,42~.97; thence crossing said 
Turnpike and running south 7° 02' 21" east 62.75 feet to th~ 
point of beginning\ containing approximately 7.65 square 
miles. 
in. 
T,af in is_ both n·ecessary and exp~cllent that tlle territory 
above described be annexed t<J the City of Alexandria for the 
fallowing reaso·ns ~ 
(lJ 
T_he llis_toric City of Alexandria lies in tJ)e most tiuivf ng 
and rapidly _growing urban community in Virginia~ Its pres·~ 
ent area is approximateli. seven and one-third sqnare-
miles an~ there. lives within _ its corporate limits up-
wards of 75~0~0 people, which is more t1ian double-
the number that lived there forr years ago, The 
City's proximity to the Nation's Capitol is believed to as-
sure the perrnanency of this phenomenal gTowth. The last 
extension of the corporate l~mi.ts w~~ in 1930, at wliich time· 
tirn City's popula'tion wa·s 24,149: The tripling of its popula-
tion in twenty years Ims resulted- in a density that is far too 
great. · The corp9rafe line is extremely and unduly contracted .. 
The City for all practical purposes is completely built up. 
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Sufficient land desirable for residential and business expan-
sion is not available to accommodate the needs and desires 
of the City's present population or of the new population 
which is and will continue to be attracted to the area of which 
the City of Alexandria is the center. If the City is to grow 
it is imperative that its corporate line be extended. l\fany 
new-comers to as well as former residents of the Alexandria 
community have been compelled to establish their residences 
and businesses beyond the corporate limits. The crowded 
and restricted limits of the present City can be remedied by 
and only by the pro·posed annexation. 
(2) 
The area proposed for annexation, together with the pres-
ent City, constitute a compact body of land peculiarly adapt-
able to city growth and g·ovemment and all of the territory 
is needed in the reasonably near future for the City's develop-
ment. 
(3) 
Not only does the City need the areas proposed for annexa-
tion but the proposed areas need the services and 
the administration of a form of government that is 
equipped and designed to meet the needs of an 
urban people as disting·uished from those of a rural or semi-
rural folk. It has been determined from experience and im-
plemented by legislative, com,titutional and judicia] mandate 
that in the State of Virginia city governments are best able to 
manage the affairs of a homogeneous, integrated and compact 
urban community. The government of Fairfax County and 
its administration is of tbe traditional and ancient type that 
operates fairly successful in a strictly rural area but is out-
moded, ineffective and unable to meet the needs and require-
ments of strictlv urban communities. Therefore, annexation 
is essential if tl1e needs and requirements of the City of Alex-
andria and its environs are to be achieved. 
(4) 
A thickly populated urban territory such as that found irt 
the City of Alexandria and the areas proposed for annexa-
tion need a much broader scope of public service than is pos-
sible or desirable in a more sparsely settled community. The 
Alexandria community now n0ecls an expimcled health pro-
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schools; increased police and fire protection with adequate 
equipment and personnel; modern sewerage disposal plant; 
extension of water and sewer lines throughout the area; parks, 
playgrounds and a directed recreational program to meet the 
needs of all, particularly the young folks; a master plan to 
guide and control the physi~al development of the land; ade-
quate zoning; electrical, building, fire, weights and measures 
and other inspection facilities; street layouts with over-all 
grade lines and a wider school curriculum. All of these things 
are not economically or politically feasible unless the area 
affected is under a single governmental control, of 
modern design, and which embraces within its tax-
ing jurisdiction sufficient taxable values to raise money 
adequate to meet the needs. The City of Alexandria 
and the areas proposed for annexation can only meet the 
practical requirements of their community, partially detailed 
above, by merging through annexation. 
(5) 
All of the above described areas are without adequate sys-
tems of trash and garbage collection and disposal. The lack 
of such system endangers the health and lives of the residents 
of the whole communitv and annexation affords the onlv 
feasible and economicai manner whereby the needs can b~ 
met. 
(6) 
All of the areas proposed to be annexed are without ade-
quate system of street lighting, parks and recreational fa-
cilities and these needs can only be met by bringing the areas 
affected into the City of Alexandria and thus placing the 
problem under the solution of one local government modernly 
designed, efficiently administered and with sufficient tax value 
to do the job. 
(7) 
The City of Alexandria represents the heart of the "Alex-
andria Community'' oftentimes referred to in this ordinance .. 
The people living in this community, especially in the areas 
propos~d for. ~nnexation, 11ave their commercial: social, 
recreational, c1v1c, church, school and other interests la1·gely 
within the City of Alexandria and daily use its streets and 
other public facilities ; their interest and welfare and those 
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of such persons as conduct businesses in the above 
described areas are identical with the interests and 
we1f are of the residents of the City. The City of 
Alexand,ria and its residents, together with the areas pro· 
posed for annexation and their residents, constitute in fact 
one uninterrupted and homogeneous community which can be 
more completely, efficiently and economically governed, ad-
ministered and serviced with the fairest distribution of cost 
by being under the same local government. This end can be 
accomplished through. and only through the proposed annexa-
tion. · 
(8) 
The City cannot continue to satisfactorily grow in popu-
lation or to develop in any desirable way within its present 
restricted limits; orderly development of and suitable plan-
ning and design for the areas proposed for annexation and 
the efficient and economical construction and maintenance of 
public improvements and the establishment and administra-
tion of public services cannot be provided therein if such 
areas continue to be separated from the City by an artificial 
political. line and and greatest development of the areas and 
of the City itself a.nd of the entire Alexandria urban com-
munity can be accomplished through and only through the 
proposed annexation. 
(9) 
While there is a Fairfax County Planning Commission and 
the annexation area is zoned, the zoning is of a different and 
inferior standard than that of the City and there is great 
need of coordinated planning· of streets, public works and 
facilities as between the City and the annexation a1·ea. · 
(10) 
If the annexation proposed is granted by the Court, there 
will remain in the County of Fairfax about 400 
square miles of unannexed territory and the pro-
posed annexation will in all other respects conform 
to the laws of Virginia. Moreover, the County of Fair-
fax will be left with estimated assessed valuations of over 
$60,000,000.00. The resources thus remaining in the County 
are ample and reasonable with which to carry on its govern-
ment and without unreasonably affecting its present tax 
structure. 
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IV. 
The terms and conditions upon which the City of Alexa:n-
dria, acting herein· by the Council of the said City, desires 
to annex such territory, as well as the provisions which are 
made for its future management and improvements are here-
with set forth as follows ~ 
(1) 
That the City of Alexandria shall assume and prmride for 
the reimbursement of the County of Fairfax, of a just pro-
portion of any existing· debt of said county or district therein.,. 
except sewer bonds issued or proposed to be issued for Sani-
tary Distri-ct No. 1, and also for the reimbursement to said 
County· for -the value at the time of said annexation, of such 
permanent public improvements as may have been made in 
the territory annexed, both by way of macadamizing public-
roads and streets and by otherwise permanently improving 
roads and streets and by constructing concrete sidewalks on 
public roads and streets and by constructing and laying 
watermains, sewers, g·arbage disposal system, :fire protection 
f'acilities, bridges and any other permanent public improve-
ments constructed and maintained by said County at the time 
of annexation, as may be determined by the court in the pro-
ceedings for annexation; the court in the determination of 
such values to take into consideration the original 
cost of such public improvements less depreciation 
as well as the reproduction cost at the time of an-
nexation less depreciation, and the value to the City of .Alex-
andria as well as to the County of Fairfa..x, provided the cost 
of such public improvements is not embraced in the propor-
tion of the debt of said Oonnty of Fairfax or anv district 
therein wliich is to be assnmed and provided for by tlie City 
of Alexandria as aforesaid; and provided further, that the 
authorities of the said County of Fairfax, portions of which 
are proposed to be annexed, sball not, between tile entry of' 
the decree of annexation and tlw date when the same is to be-
come effective,. make or contract to make any permanent pub-
lic imp.roveme-nts to be paid for by the said City of Alexan-
dria, without the consent of the corporate authorities of said 
City and the· supervision of the officials of said City charged 
with the duty of making similar public improvements· within 
said City. 
And the City of Alexandria shall also provide for the com-
pensation to Fairfax County for the then value of any schooI 
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property or other public building. including the equipment, of 
said county located within the annexed territory and for any 
injury to the value or the impairment of the use to the county 
of any school property therein by reason of the annexation 
made. 
(2) 
That the tax rate upon the lands annexed shall not be in-
creased beyond the rate now assessed by Fairfax County for 
a period of five years ( 5) after the proposed annexation shall 
have taken effect., except upon the petition of a majority of 
the voters in such annexed territory to the City Council or 
except as set forth in Clause (3) below. 
(3) 
All revenues deriYed bv the Citv of Alexandria from taxa-
tion in said territory during- such period of five 
years, either on property or from other sources; in-
cluding licenses, shall be wholly expended by the 
City of Alexandria upon street, sewer, light, water, or other 
public improvement in said territory, and such revenues shall 
he seg-regated and accounted for in order that the same may 
be so expended; provided, however, that at any time within 
the said period of five years the Council of the City of ~i\.lex-
andria may, by ordinance, set apart a sum equal to twelve 
per centum of the assesRed value, at tlie time of annexation, 
of the lands annexed, which sum so set apart shall be wholly 
expended in and for tlw benefit of the annexed territory in 
public improvements; and when· said sum shall have been 
so set apart and said public improvements shall have been 
substantially completed, the land annexed shall be subject to 
the City tax rate and the proceeds thereof shall be paid into 
the City treasury along with other taxes and licenses in such 
territory for general purposes, although said five years shall 
not have elapsed; provided, however., that the said sum to be 
set apart and expended shall be reduced by the sum alreadv 
expended 011 said improvements under any other plan of an-
nexation; and provided further that; out of the proceeds of 
the sale of the next issue of bonds by the City of Alexandria 
after such annexation, the said sum equal to the twelve per 
. ~entum of the assessed value at the time of annexation of the 
land annexed, reduced by the sums hereinbefore mentioned, 
i;;;hall be set apart and expended in said territory as hereinbe-
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(4) 
That the City of Alexandria will, as soon as practicable 
after annexation' is accomplished, afford suitable gar-
bage disposal, police and fire protection, public water 
supply, sewerage disposal and schools, and will with 
all reasonable dispatch afford and furnish other pub-
lic facilities and services as have been heretofore indicated 
as needed for the Alexandria community. 
v. 
That all current levies of taxes and licenses on persons or 
property, together with all state grants, in the area annexed 
shall be prorated between the county and City as of the effec-
tive elate of annexation. 
VI. 
That the City Attorney be and he is hereby directed and 
instructed to give such notices as may be required by law and 
to institute and to prosecute with as little delay as possible 
the legal proceedings necessary to annex to the City of Alex-
andria, by a proper decree or judgment of the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, the territory hereinbefore described, upon 
the terms and condition hereinbefore set forth and to that 
end is authorized in tbe name of the City to do all things 
necessary and essential to successfully handle the litigation. 
VII. 
That tne title to this ordinance shall be published in the 
.Alexandria Gazette not later than two days following its in-
troduction together with a notice containing the time and 
place for a public hearing. The Clerk of the Council shall 
note the date of introduction and first reading, the date of 
publication of the title., the date of the public hearing, and 
the elate of the second reading a-ncl final passage in the min-
utes of the meetings. This ordinance shall become effective 
the day of its final passage. 
FRANKLIN P. B~~CKUS 
Mayor 
Final Passage: March 22, 1950. 
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. I, F1·ances G. ·webb, -Clerk of the Council of the 
City of Alexandria, Virginia, do certify that the fore-
-,going is a true copy of the ordinance which was -duly in-
troduced before the said council on the 14th day of ,Mar.ch, 
1950, and passed by the said council on the 22nd day of -.,¥ll.rch, 
1950, by a recorded affirmative vote of a majority of all the 
members elected to the said council, the elected membership 
<>f that bodv at those times consisting of seven memb~rs; 7 
members of which were present and 6 members voting in 
favor of said ordinance at the March 14th meeting, and 5 
members of which were present and 4 members voting in 
1.avor of said ordinance at the Murch 22nd meeting·. 
·Given under my hand this 13th day of April, 1950. 
(Seal) 
FRANCES G. WEBB, 
Clerk of the Council 
page 5"6 } In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia. 
:The City of Alexandria, a body corporate., Plaintiff~ 
v. 
The Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, et al., 
Defendants. 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
~his day came the Defendants, by counsel, and moved the 
Court to require the Plaintiff to furnish the Defendants, at 
the Defendants' expense, within thirty (30) days from this 
date, twelve (12) copies of the audit of the City of Alexan-
dria for the fiscal years ending December 31, 1946; 1947; 
1948; and 1949; also twelve (12) copies of the City General 
Budget and the City School Board Budget for the fiscal years 
ending December 31, 1946; 1947; 1948 ; and 1949; also twelve 
(12) copies of the proposed general budget and the proposed 
school budget for said City for the fiscal year ending Decem-
ber 31, 1950; also the present tax rate of said City, the pro-
portion of the assessments of real property in said City to 
the fair market value thereof, the rates of the various taxes 
levied by said City, in addition to the tax on real and per-
sonal property, such as license tax on automobiles, cigarette 
tax, merchants tax, and any other tax on business in said 
City or any other luxury tax. 
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UPON CONSIDERATION ·wHEREOF, the Court,. being 
of the opinion that said motion should be granted, doth so 
adjudg·e and order. 
And this case is continued until October 17, 1950-
Enter: 
JEFF F. "WALTER 
PA.UL E. BROWN 
"\V.A.LTER T. McCARTHY 
Judges of said Annexation Court 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 209' 
and Ex. 
page 57 ~ In the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia. 
May 26., 1950 
The City of Alexandria: 
v. 
Fairfax County 
AT LA "\V #3853 .. 
ORDER. 
Tnis day came the City of Alexandria by counsel and moved 
the Court to require the defendants to furnish the plaintiff, 
at the plaintiff's expense, within 60 days from this date, six 
copies of the audit of the County for the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1946, 1947, 1948 a~d 1949; also 6 copies of the County 
and the School Board budgets for the fiscal years ending 
Jnne 30, 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950 and 1951; also proportion of 
the assessment of real estate in the said County to fair 
market value thereof and also the tax rates levied by the 
County on all subjects of taxation. 
Upon consideration whereof, the Court being of the opinion 
that the motion should be granted, dotl1 accordinglv so ad-
judge, order and decree. ., 
JEFF F. ·w ALTER 
P ... ~UL E. BROWN 
·w ALTER T. McCARTHY 
Annexation Court. 
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Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 209 
and Ex. 
page 58 ~ 
• 
3 June 1950 
Filed Jun. 5, 1950. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
Mr. R. M. Loughborough 
Executive Secretary 
County of Fairfax 
Fairfax, Virginia 
Dear Mr. Loug·hborough: 
County, Va. 
In response to your letter of June 2., 1950, I will confirm 
my conversation with you by asking that you forward to me 
one copy of each of the items mentioned in the court order 
in the annexation suit. 
VJi,"\\T/gf 
page 59} 
Very truly yours, 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS 
City Attorney ' 
• 
June 12, 1950 
Filed Jun. 13, 1950. 
THOl\{AS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
70 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
3853 
The Honorable Paul Brown, ,v alter McCarthy and Jeffrey 
Walter 
Judges of the Annexation Court in the matter of the City 
of Alexandria, Virginia v. the County of Fairfax, Fairfax 
Court House, Virginia. 
Gentlemen: 
Mr. ,Y. Guy Ancell, the City Manager of the City of Alex-
andria, Virginia, has asked ns to write to you regarding the 
delivery date of audit report for the City of Alexandria, Vir-
ginia, for the year ended December 31, 1949. We understand 
that your court has ordered a copy of this report to be sub-
mitted to it not later than June 26, 1950. 
The field work on this audit was not completed until the 
end of last week. Several days will be required in our office 
to review the report, after which it will have to be typed. 
It is an unusually long report containing a number of elab-
orate schedules and will require considerable time to type 
and. have ready for delivery. Due to circumstances beyond 
our control., it will be impossible for us to complete this re-
port in time for delivery to the City Manager by June 26, 
1950. We are making every effort to have the report ready 
for delivery at the earliest possible date, but it is likelv that 
there will be at least a week or ten days' delay beyond June 
26th. 
Very truly yours, 
WPT/dm 
cc: l\fr. W. Guy Ancell 
Mr. V. Floyd "Williams 
page 60 ~ 
City of Alex. 
v. 
County of Fairfax 
Filed Jun. 17, 1950. 
W. P. TROLINGER 
Resident Partner 
3853 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
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16 June, 1950 




In response to the court order in the City of Alexandria 
annexation suit, I submit the following· information: The 
present tax rate of the city is $2.75 on every $100.00 of as-
sessed value for real estate; the proportion of the assessment 
of real property in the city to the fair market value thereof 
is 50%; the tax rate on tangible personal property is $3.00 
on every $100.00 of the assessed value. 
We expect to have in your hands all the other information 
asked for in the court order within the thirty day deadline, 
with the exception of the 1949 audit, which will be delayed 
several weeks. A letter of explanation as to the 1949 audit 
from Ernst & Ernst, bas been forwarded to the clerk of the 
court, and I trust has been filed with the annexation papers 
for your information. · 
VF,V/gf 
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• 
Very truly yours, 
• 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS 
City Attorney 
• 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This 9th day of Septembe·r, 1950, came Hardee Chambliss., 
Jr., on behalf of himself and ·wnson M. Farr, as attorneys of 
record for C. Norman Cockrell, Walter W. Cockrell and S. 
Cooper Dawson, and representing to the court that the said 
Wilson M. Farr is seriously ill and unable to participate as 
counsel herein, moved the court for leave to withdraw as 
counsel for said parties: 
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Upon consideration whereof the court being of the opinipn 
that said motion should be granted, it is, therefore, adjudged,. 
ordered and decreed that ·wnson M:. ~,arr and Hardee Cham-
bliss, Jr. be, and they hereby are, granted leave to withdraw 
as counsel for C. Norman Cockrell, Walter \V .. Cockrell and 
S. Cooper Dawson. 
Enter: 
I ask fo1: this.:: 
PAULE. BROvVN 
Judge. 
HARDEE CHAMBLISS, JR. 
On behalf of himself and 
·wnson M .. If arr. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No .. 26 at page 341 
and Ex. 
page 62 ~ Filed Oct. 10, 1950. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR .. 1 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va . 
.. • 
AT LA"W-#3853. 
MOTION TO DISMISS. 
Your Respondent moves this Honorable Court to dismiss 
the Notice of Motion for order authorizing· annexation filed 
herein on the ground that this Court is witliout jurisdictfon 
to hear the same at this time and assigns as reasons therefor 
the following: 
1. That your Respondent, the Board of Supervisors of 
Fairfax County, Virginia, is the governing body of Sanitary 
District No. 1 in Fairfax County, Virgfoia, and the City of 
Alexandria is attempting- to annex, among other things, a 
part of said Sanitary District created by order of the Cir-
cuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia, on April 23rd, 1943; 
that the electorate of said Sanitary District on August 30,. 
1949, approved a bond issue in the sum of $3,.000,000.00 for 
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the purpose of (1) purchasing the existing sewerage facilities 
in said Sanitary District No. 1 from the United States of · 
America for the sum of $500,000.00; (2) for constructing a 
sewage treatment plant in ac.c~rdance with the order of the 
Water Control Board of the State of Virginia made on the 
19th and 20th days of May, 1947., which ordered the County 
of Fairfax to submit plans to it for the treatment of the un-
treated sewage being· discharged into the Potomac River 
through the sewerage facilities in the said Sanitary District 
No. 1, before February 1, 1948, and further ordered said 
County of Fairfax to construct a plant for the treatment of 
said sewage; and (3) for extending the present sewerage 
facilities in said Sanitary District No. 1. 
page 63 ~ By its order on September 19th, 1949, the Cir-
cuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia, entered an 
order confirming the election held on August 30th, 1949, as 
aforesaid and ordered the Board of Supervisors of said 
County to issue said $3,000,000.00 sewer bonds of Sanitary 
District No. 1; that pursuant to said order on May 24th, 1950, 
hids were made for said bonds and your Respondent, the 
governing body of said County, and of said Sanitary District 
No. 1, accepted the bid of Alex. Brown and Sons, et al.,, for 
said bonds in the sum of $3,000,000.00 with the interest rates 
as set forth in said bid; that on the 14th day of June, 1950, 
said $3,000,000.00 sewer bonds were duly executed and de-
livered to Alex. Brown and Sons, et al. in the city of New 
York, New York, and in turn the said Alex. Brown and Sons, 
et al. delivered to the Treasurer of Fairfax County, Virginia, 
the sum of $3,000,000.00 and such part of said $3,000,000.00 
which has not been spent in carrying out the mandate of the . 
electorate., as aforesaid, now remains in the account of said 
Sanitary District No. 1, of which your Respondent is the 
governing body as aforesaid; that at the present time this 
Honorable Court is without jurisdiction to hear this annexa-
tion case because of the problems which are created by the 
formation of said Sanitary District and bv the issuance of 
said bonds, which pledgcci the full faith ~nd credit of the 
entire Sanitary District for the following reasons: 
(a) If the City of Alexandria is successful in this annexa-
tion suit it will be required to assume a just proportion of the 
flxisting indebtedness of the County of Fairfax under the pro-
visions of Section 15-127 of the Code of Vin~;inia of 1950, al-
thoug·h in the ordinance with said Notice of :Motion for order 
authorizing annexation, said City in para2,Taph IV, sub-
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reimbursement to the County of Fairfax of a just proportion 
of any existing debt of said County or District 
page ·64 ~ therein, except sewer bonds issued or proposed to 
be issued for Sanitary District No. 1, and the re-
fusal of the said City to agree to assume said proportionate 
share of said se,ver bonds renders the Notice of Motion for 
order authorizing annexation defective in this particular. 
(b) If said Sanitary District were to remain inviolate and 
said bonds became in default, then the remedy of the holders 
of said bonds would be by mandamus to compel your Respond-
ent to lay a levy sufficient to pay said bonds. In the event that 
the said bonds become in default this Honorable Court can-
not change the contract with said bondholders, Rince said 
bondholders are entitled to look to the entire area of the Dis-
trict for their security, and cannot be required to apply to the 
goveming body of more than one jurisdiction for their remedy 
1mder the statute, namely, the laying of a levy sufficient to pay 
said bonds. 
( c) In the event that the City of Alexandria is successful 
in this annexation suit and said Sanitarv District No. 1 is 
divided, then there will be no Governm.ental Agency with 
authority to execute the afore~;aid contract with the United 
-States. of America for the purchase of the existing sewerage 
fncilities in said Sanitary District No. 1; for the construction 
of said sewage treatment plant and for the extension of the 
present sewerage facilities in said Sanitary District No. 1 
in accordance with the mandate of the electorate and the con-
tract with the bondholders above mentioned. 
(d) That this Honorable Court is without jurisdict~on to 
order two political authorities to attempt to jointly o . rate 
said Sanitary Dis~rict; co Ile.ct the revenue from th~}.i.Y 
1 
~ ous 
sewerage connections therem and attend to the 11;Qq, . .ary 
financial matters in connection with the operation a~- '.'l in-
tenance of the facilities of said District, and the f · ,~· · "'. of 
said sewer bonds, all of which would be essential in ~li? .ent 
~h~t the City of Alexandria is successful in this a~;~:~, Jon 
SU1 t. ::I~_i. . 
\7Jl'rf .. 1' ~ 
i!l~'.: ' 
page 65 ~ 2. That by order entered on the 10th dai l
1
.·'.") ' ·ay, 
. . 1950, the Circuit Court of Fairfax Cou . ,.);r· _ ir-
~mia,_ ordere~ an election !o be held as to whether ot~_,: 'dii_ llthe 
County of FaHfax should issue $10,500,000 County b~mclf for 
the purpose of school construction in said County; that by 
order entered on the 15th day of May, 1950, the Circuit Court 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, ordered an election to be held 
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~1s to whether 01~ not the County of Fairfax should issue $980,-
'000 County bonds for the purpose of constructing additional 
office ~pace for the various departments of said County; that 
on the 31st day of May, 1950, said election was held and the 
electorate in the County of Fairfax voted favorably to the 
issuance of both series of bonds, the bonds for school con-
struction by a vote of 3,515 to 1,659, and the bonds for the 
ronstruction of additional office space for the various depart-
ments of said County by a vote of 2,622 to 2,488; and by its 
further order on the 7th day of June, 1950, the Circuit Court 
of said County ordered that the said $10,500,000 County bonds 
be issued for school construction and $980,000 County bonds 
for construction of said County offices; that by a proceeding 
filed on the 7th day of July, 1950, Paul E. Rhinehart, Jr. and 
Charles Edward Gardner, taxpayers in said County, sought 
to enjoin the issuance of said bonds, which petition was dis-
missed by the Circuit Co11rt of ],airfax County, Virginia; 
whereupon, said Paul E. Rhinehart, Jr. and Charles Edward 
Gardner indicated that they will petition the Court of Ap-
11eals for an appeal from the said decision of the Circuit Court 
of sa.id County. -
That, in the event, the Court of Appeals sustains the deci-
sion of the said Circuit Court these bonds must be issued in 
nccordance with t11e mandate of the electorate, and said bonds 
likewise pledge the full faith and credit of the entire County; 
that until it is determined whether or not said bonds will be 
issued this Court cannot determine the bonded indebtedness 
of Fairfax County. 
pug·_ f66} ·wherefore, your Petitioners pray that the No-
. 1.{{ tice of Motion for an order authorizing annexation 
file·.: J ·ein be dismissed and that your Respondent may go 
lie:· t ·: Ith its costs in this, behalf expended. 
I ' 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF FAIR-
FAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA 
By: G. ·w ALLACE CARPER, 
Its Chairman A. J. M. 
By Counsel. 
ROBERT J. 1\foCANDLISH., JR. 
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Service of the filing of this motion to dismiss was had on 
the 10th day of October, 1950, by mailing copies thereof to 
V. Floyd ·wmiams and Horace H. Edwards, Counsel of rec-
ord for said City of Alexandria .. 
ROBERT J. l\foCANDLISH, JR. 
Of Counsel for Respondent .. 
• • 
page 129 ~ 
• .. * 
AT LAW 3853. 
ORDER. 
This case came on to be heard this 17th day of October,. 
1950, on the motion of .. William W. Meyer, et al., qualified 
voters and freeholders in the territory adjacent that sought to 
be annexed in this proceeding, asking leave of court to be 
made parties defendant to this proceeding, and to answer the 
notice of motion for an order authorizing annexation. 
WHEREUPON, it is adjudged and ordered that William vV .. 
Meyer, et al., whose names are listed in the petitions, filed at 
the oar of this Court, are made parties defendant to this pro-
ceeding"', and give lea:ve to file an answer herein .. 
AND THIS CASE IS CONTINUEDr 
ENTER~ 
WALTER T. McCARTHY,. 
PAULE. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. WALTER, 
Judges of the Annexation Court Convened 
to Hear the Above-entitled Case. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 418 
and Ex. 
• • • • • 
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page 133 r 
• • • • • 
Filed in open Court Oct. 25, 1950. 
Teste: 
* 
FRANK D. SWART, 
Deputy Clerk. 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ANSWER OF "\VM. ·w. MEYERS, ET AL. 
'\Vm. vV. Meyers, et al., (213 petitioners) by permission of 
this Court granted, submit the following answer to the notice 
of motion for order authorizing annexation filed by the City 
of Alexandria against The Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
County, et al. 
I. 
"\Vm. ·w. Meyers et al. adopt the answer and motions of the 
principal defendants, The Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
County, et al. 
II. 
vVm. W. Meyers et al. particularly deny the necessity or 
the expediency of the annexation to the City of Alexandria 
of the area north and west of Shirley Highway known as 
Liucolnia. 
III. 
Wm. vV. Meyers et al. plead positively that the annexation 
of the area including Lincolnia Elementary School to the 
City of Alexandria, will leave ovet three fourths or the pupils 
now attending that school without school facili-
page 134 ~ ties because oyer thtee fourths of said students 
live outside of the area proposed for annexation, 
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and Fairfax County has no other school in the area capable 
of absorbing these students, which number over 300. 
WM. W. MEYERS, ET AL., 
By ROBERT F. DA VIS, 




page 143 ~ 
V. FLOYD vYILLIAMS, 
Attorney for City of Alexandria. 
ROBERT J. 1\IcCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel, 
Attorney for Board of Supervisor~ of 
Fairfax County. 
; ( . 
• • 
• • * 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
OR.DER. 
This day came B. M. Smith, Trustee, a freeholder in the 
territory proposed to be annexed by the City of Alexandria, 
by Armistead L. Boothe _and 'Y~lliam W. Koont2iithis counsel, 
presented to the Court Ins peht10n, requested leafe to file the 
same, and moved the Court for permission to i:htervene on 
behalf of annexation by the City of Alexandria of the area 
in which his land is located; 
· Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered that 
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the said B. M. Smith be and he hereby is made party plaintiff 
to this proceeding and is permitted to file his said petition. 
Seen: 
vVALTER T. McCARTHY, 
PAULE. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. ,v ALTER, 
"T udges of the .A.hove Named Court. 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS, 
ARMISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
Entered in Common Law Order Bool{ No. 26 at page 428 
:and Ex. 
page 144} 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This day came Mary B. Randolph, widow, Richard Bolling 
Randolph, "William Barksdale Randolph, John Lewis Ran-
dolph and Ann Robertson Randolph Crom, heirs of Christo-
pher Mayer Randolph, deceased, freeholders in the territory 
proposed to be annexed by the City oi Ale:tandria, by 
Armistead L. Boothe and William W. Koontz, their counsel, 
presented to the Court their petition, requested leave to :file 
the same, and moved the Court for permission to interv-ene 
on behalf of annexation by the City of Ale:tandria of the area 
in which tl1eir land is located; 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered that 
il1e said Mary B. Randolph, widow, Ricliard Bolling Randolph, 
"\Villiam Barksdale Randolph, John Lewis Randolph and Ann 
Robertson Randolph Crom, heirs of Christopher Mayer Ran-
dolph, decea~ed, be and they hereby are made parties plaintiff 
to this proc~ding and are permitted to :file their said petition. 
f WALTER ·T. McCARTHY, 
PAUL E. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. "WALTER, 
Judges of the Above Named Court. 
so· Supreme- Court of' Appeals· of' Virginia 
Seen: 
HUGH B.. MARSH,. 
V. FLOYD WlLLIAMS1 
ARMISTEAD. L. BOOTHE, 
Entered i:ir Common Law Order· Book No .. 26 at page· 429 
and Ex ... 
page 145 ~ 
... 
AT.LAW NO. 3853.. 
ORDER .. 
This day came Robert T. Little· and others, freeholders of 
Dowden Terrace Subdivision jnst beyond. the territory sought 
to be annexed by the· City of Alexandria,. by Armistead h. 
Bootlie and ,vmiam ,v. Koontiz, their counsel, presented to the· 
Conrt their· petition, requested leave to. file the same, and 
moved the Court for permission to. intervene on behalf of an-
nexation by the City of Alexandria of the area in which: 
their land is located;-
Upon consideration whereoi, it is adjudged and ordered that 
the said Robert T. Little, et al. be and they hereby are made 
parties plaintiff to this proce.e.ding and are ·permitted. to file-
tlieir· said. p-etition.. 
Seen:: 
WALTER T. McCARTHY,, 
PAULE'. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F~ ·w .ALTER~ 
Judges of the Above Named Court: .. 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
,V. FLOYD WILLIAMS, 
ARMISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
E11tered in Common Law Order Book No. 26. at page 429 
ancIJE'x .. 
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• • • • 
AT LA "\V NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This day came Donas H. Fraser and others, residents and 
freeholders in the territory proposed to be annexed by the 
City of Alexandria, by Armistead L. Boothe and William W. 
Koontz, their counsel, presented to the Court their petition, 
requested leave to file the same, and moved the Court for 
permission to intervene on behalf of annexation by the City 
of Alexandria of the ai·ea in which their land is located; 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered that 
the said Donas H. Fraser, et al. be and they hereby are made 
parties plaintiff to this proceeding and are permitted to file 
their said petition. 
Seen: 
vV ALTER T. McCARTHY, 
PAULE. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. WALTER, 
Judges of the Above Named Court. 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS, 
ARMISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 428 
and Ex. 
page 147 r 
• • 
AT LAvV NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This day came the Shirley Hills Development Corporation, 
a free-holder in the territory proposed to be annexed by the 
City of Alexandria by Armistead L. Boothe and William W. 
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Koontz, its counsel, presented to the Court its petition, re~ 
quested leave to :file the same, and moved the Court for per-
mission to intervene on behalf of annexation by the City of 
Alexandria of the area in which its land is located ; 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered 
that the said Shirley Hills Development Co11)oration be and it 
hereby is made party plaintiff to this proceeding and is per-
mitted to file its said petition. 
Seen: 
WALTER T. McCARTHY, 
PAUL E. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. WALTER, 
Judges of the Above Named Court. 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS, 
AR.MISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 430 
and :BJx. 
pag·c 148 ~ 
AT LA°"T NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This day came The Duke-Shirley Terminal, Incorporated, 
a freeholder in the territory proposed to be annexed by the 
City of Alexandria, by Armistead L. Boothe and William W. 
Koontz, its counsel, presented to the Court its petition, re-
quested leave to file the same, and moved the Court for per-
mission to intervene on behalf of annexation by the City of 
.Alexandria of the area in which its land is located; 
Upon conside'ration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered that 
the said The Duke-Shirley Terminal, Incorporated, be and it 
hereby is made party plaintiff to this proceeding and is per-
mitted to file its said petition. 
WALTER T. McCARTHY, 
PAULE. BROWN, 
JEFFERSON F. WALTER, 
Judges of the Above Named Court .. 
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Seeu: 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
V. FLOYD VHLLI.Al\'1S, 
ARMISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
Entered iu Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 4:31 
:and Ex. 
page 149} 
AT LA.W NO. ·3g53,. 
ORDER. 
This day -came Mark Winkler and Catherine C. Winkler, 
freeholders in the territory proposed to be annexed by the 
City of Alexandria, by Armistead L. Boothe and William ,,r. Koontz, their counsel, presented to the Court their pe-
ti th:m, requested leave to file the same, and moved the Court 
for permission to intervene on behalf of annexation by the 
'City of Alexandria of the area in which their land is located; 
Upon consideration whereof, it is adjudged and ordered that 
the said Mark Winkler and Catherine C. Winkler, be and they 
hereby are made parties plaintiff to this proceedings and are 
}Jermitted to file their said petition. 
Seen: 
WALTER T. McCARTHY, 
PAULE. B.ROWN, , 
JEFFERSONF. WAL111ER, 
Judges of the Above Named Court. 
RUGH B. MARSH, 
V. FLOYD WILLIAMS, 
ARMISTEAD L. BOOTHE. 
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AT LAW,, NO. 3853.. 
ORDER .. 
This; day camei William G .. Corcoran and others,. residents 
a.ml :£.reeli:olders. in the. territory proposed to, be. armexed. by 
tlie: City of Alexandria,. hy Armistead L. Boothe and ·wrniam 
W. Koontz,. their counsel,. presented to the Court their petition,, 
req~ested leave to .file the same,: and. moved. the Court for per-
mission to intervene. on behalf of. annexation. by the City of 
..&le:x;an;ulrim of. the: ai:~a. in. whieh. t1a:ci.L' land. is located.; 
Upon consideration. whereof,.it is.adjudged and ordered that 
the said Wi1liam G .. Corcoran, et. al.. be. and they hereby are 
made parties plaintiff to this proceeding and are permitted to 
file their said petition.. 
WALTER T .. McCARTHY.,. 
PAULE .. BROWN,. 
JEFFERSONF. WALTER,. 
Judges of the Above Named C'ourt .. 
HUGH B. MARSH, 
V .. FLOYD vVlLLll\.MS,. 
ARMISTEAD L .. BOOTHE. 





Filed. in Open Court Nov. 9, 1950P 
Teste.: 
FRANK D. SWART, 
Deputy Clerk 
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'.:. AT LAW NO. 3853. 
PETITION OF THE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD OF 
FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA, A BODY 
CORPORATE. 
To: The Honorable Annexation Court convening at the 
Fairfax CouJ.'t House, Fairfax., Virginia, for the hear-
ing· of the above matter: 
~rhe undersigned, County School Board of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, by its Attorney, comes now and petitions thls 
Honorable Court that it may be allowed to participate in t1=tls 
proceeding for the purpose of presenting argument to the 
Court touching upon the assumption of indebtedness by the 
City of Alexandria in connection with the Ten Million Five 
Hundred Thousand Dollar Fairfax County School Bonds. 
And your Petitioner will ·ever pray, etc. 
page 157 t 
, COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD OF FAIR-
FAX COUNTY, VIRGINIA, 
By JOHN ALEXANDER 
Its Attorney. 
... • 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This case came on to be heard this 9th day of November, 
1950, on the motion of the County School Board of Fairfaf 
County, Vfrginia, asking leave of Court to be allowed to par-
ticipate in this proceeding, and to offer argument to Court in 
connection with tl1e assumption of proportionate share of the 
Ten Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollar School Bond Is:.. 
sue, by the City of Alexandria. 
"WHEREUPON, it is ADJUDGED and ORDERED that 
the County School Board of Fairfax County, Virg'inia be 
86 Supreme Court .of Appeals of Virginia 




WALTER T. McCARTHY 
JEFFERSON F. ·w ALTER 
Judges of the Annexation Court 
convened to hear the above-en-
titled case. 
Entered in Common Law Order Book No. 26 at page 461 
and Ex. 
page 158 ~ TO THE SPECIAL ANNEXATION COURT. 
Convened at Fairfax, Virginia 
Filed in Open Court Nov. 9, 1950. 
Testc: 
FRANK D. SW ART, 
Deputy Clerk 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF HEARING THE PETITION OF 
THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA FOR THE ANNEXA-
TION OF A PART OF FAIR.AX COUNTY, VIR-
GINIA. 
We, the undersig·ned, who reside in Lincolnia., and are there-
fore directly affected by the proposed annexation, petition 
this Honorable Court to reconsider the boundary tentatively 
fixed by this Court where it passes throug·h the Lincolnia 
area for the reason tllat the boundary tentatively fixed by the 
Court will divide the Lincolnia communitv and include .around 
seventy (70) of the students of Lincolnia School, now within 
walking distance of that school, within the City of Alexan-
dria. 
We believe tbe,interests of the community would be best 
served and the City of Alexandria not harmed by excluding 
this entire community from tlle annexation. 
Oonnty of Fairfax v .. City of Alexandria 8?' 
We respectfully suggest that the boundary line should fol-
low Holmes Run and Shirley Highway which would satisfac .. 
torily exclude the Lincolnia community from the annexation. 
(Names omitted.) 
• • • 
page 162 ( 
t 
DECREE OF ~'il~NEXATION .. 
This caus~ came on this day again to be heard upon the mo-
tion and petition of the City of Alexandria filed herein on 
the 13th day of April, 1950, for an order authorizing and di-
1·ecting the annexation of certain territory to the City of 
Alexandria from the County of Fairfax pursuant to the pro-
visions of an ordinance adopted by the Council of the City 
of Alexandria on the 22nd day of March, 1950, and filed witl1 
the papers in this case; upon the answer of the County of 
Fairfax by and through its Board of Supervisors; upon all 
the petitions of sundry intervenors ; upon the motion of the 
County of Fairfax, by its counsel, to dismiss the proceeding; 
upon the motion of the County of Fairfax, by its counsel, to 
strike the plaintiff's evidence; upon the evidence taken from 
time to time, both parol and documentary, including maps, 
charts, tables, documents., records and exhibits; and after 
inspection of the territory and full argument by counsel rep-
resenting all parties of record, the court has reached a unani-
mous and considered opinion, and doth accordingly .AD-
.JUDGE, ORDER and DECREE as follows: 
FIRST .. 
That tl1e ordinance of the City 0£ Alexandria, 
page 16S} entitled,'' AN ORDINANCE TO PROVIDE FOR 
THE EXTENSION OF THE CORPORATE 
LIMITS OF THE CITY OF ALEXANDRIA, VIROINIA, 
IN PURSUANCE OF THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 15, 
CH.APTER 8, OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA, 1950, BY 
THE ANNEXATION OF CERTAIN TERRITORY IN THE 
COUNTY OF FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA, TO SET FORTH 
THE METES AND BOUNDS OF THE TERRITORY PRO-
POSED TO BE ACQUIRED, THE NECESSITY FOR AND 
.THE EXPEDIENCY OF SUCH ANNEXATION AND THE 
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TERMS AND CONDITIONS UPON WHICH THE CITY 
DESIRES TO ANNEX SUCH TERRITORY, AS WELL 
A:S THE PROVISIONS WHlCH ARE :MADE FOR ITS FU-. 
TURE MANAGEMENT AND IMPROVEMENT," and 
hereinafter ref erred to as the '' Annexation Ordinance''., copy 
whereof has been duly made a part of the record in this case, 
was duly _adopted by the Council of the City of Alexandria on 
the 22nd ,day of March, 1950, by a recorded affirmative vote 
of a majority of all members of said Council; that the said 
ordinance complies in all respects with the requirements of 
the law of Virginia in such case made and provided ; and that 
all prope'r ju1·isdictional steps have been taken to bring this 
proceeding properly before the court. 
SECOND. 
That the motions of the Countv of Fairfax to dismiss these 
proceedings and to strike the plaintiff's evidence be and the 
same are hereby overruled and denied .. 
THIRD. 
That annexation herein provided for is botl1 necessary and 
expedient, considering the best interests of Fairfax County, 
the City of Alexandria,. and the best interest, services to bc-
rendered, and needs of the area herein directed to be annexed 
and the best interests of the remaining portion of the County. 
FOURTH. 
That the terms and conditions of annexation as set forth 
in said Ordinance are not reasonable and fair insofar as the 
City refuses to assume any portion of the smver bonds issued 
for Sanitary District No. I, and the same will be 
page 164 } amended as hereinafter set fortl1, bnt iu all other 
particulars, the terms and conditions as set fo1·th 
in said Ordinance and the provisions for the future improve-
ment of the annexed territory therein contained are reason-
able and fair. 
FIFTH. 
That tl1e line proposed in the annexation ordinance to mark 
the boundari~s of the area song·ht to be annexed should be 
changed so as to leave the area aronnd the Lincolnia School 
property in the County of Fairfax, and so as to include in the 
area to oe annexed an additional portion of the Dowden Ter-
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race Subdivision, and when this is done tbe territory which 
should be and is herebv annexed to the Citv of Alexandria 
from the County of 14,airfax will be described by metes and 
bounds as follows: 
Beginning at the same stone which marks the point of be-
ginning of the present Corporation limits of the City of Alex-
andria, the said stone being· located at tl1e intersection of the 
southerly line of Little River Turnpike (Duke Street ex~ 
tended) and the easterly Jine of Roberts Lane., the said stone 
also being located in accordance with the provisions of Sec-
t.ion 55-287 through Section 55-297, inclusive, of the Code of 
Virginia (1950), by Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone, 
as North 417,882.28 feet, East 2;407,433.70 feet as determined 
from the position of U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey Triangu-
lation Station" Temple l 934", (all courses and distances and 
coordinates herein described are determined in accordance 
with the requirements of the aforesaid Virginia Co-ordinate 
System, North Zone,) and mnning thence with the present 
Corporation line and the easterly line of Roberts Lane and 
the extension of said line southwardly south 7° 02' 21" east 
1987.90 feet to a point in the present Corporate limits of the 
City of Alexandria described as lying in the meander line 
of Cameron Run (Hunting Creek), the coordinates of said 
point are N 415,909.36 E 2,407,677.31; thence running· south 6° 
18' 30" west 112.04 feet to a point in the middle of the present 
channel of the aforesaid Cameron Run, the coordi-
pag·e 165 ~ nates of said point are N 415,798.00 E 2,407,665.00; 
thence running generally with the present mean-
ders of the aforesaid R.lin and more particularly with the fol-
lowing courses and distances to points hereinafter described 
by coordinates, thence south 49° 00' 10" west 455.78 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,499.00 E 2,407,321.00; 
thence south 50° 41' 4CY' west 249.43 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,341.00 E 2,407,128.00; thence south 
17° 31' 30" west 239.10 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,113.00 E 2,407,056.00; thence south 27° 39' 40" west 
163.71 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 414,968.00 E 
2.,406,980.00; thence south 42° 44' 40" west 89.87 feet to n 
point, whose coordinates are N 414,902.00 E 2,406,919.00; 
thence south 61 ° 14' 00'' west 290.90 feet to a point whose co-
ordinates are N 414,762.01 E 2,406,664.00; thence north 81 ° 
56' 00" west 128.27 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
414,780.01 E. 2,406,537.00; thence south 87° 48' 30'' west 209.15 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 414,772.01 E 2,406,-
328.00; thence north 39° 12' 3CY' west 49.04 feet to a point, 
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whose coordinates are N 414,810.01 E 2.,406,297.00; thence 
north.15° 56' 40" east 138.32 feet to a point, whose coordinates ,,. 
are N 414,943.01 E 2,406,335.00; thence north 47° 15' OCY' west 
234.23 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,102.01 E 
2.406,163.00; thence north 85° 23' 40" west 149.48 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,114.01 E 2,406,014.00; 
thence north 45° 35' 10" west 138.60 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 415,211.01 E 2,405,915.00; thence north 2~ 
57' 20" west 155.21 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,366.01 E 2,405,907.00; thence nor.th 55° 22' 30" west 102.08 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are ~ 415,424.01 E 2,405,-
823.00; thence north 87° 43' 50" west 227.18 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 415,433.01 E. 2,405,596.00; thence 
north 65° 22' 40" west 79.20 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
a.re N 415,466.01 E 2,405,524.00; thence south 81 ° 42' 10'' west 
!J7.02 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,452.01 E 
2.,405,428.00; thence north 42° 03' 50" west 110.45 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 415,534.01 E 2,405,354.00; 
thence north 81 ° 09' 30'' west 273.25 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 415,576.01 E 2,405.,084.00; then south 69° 34' 
00'' west 54.42 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,-
557.01 E 2,405,033.00; thence north 73° 04' 20" west 312.54 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,648.01 E 2,404,-
734.00; thence north 38° 56' 30'' west 127.28 feet to a point, 
whose coordinate are N 415,747.01 E.2,404,654.00; thence south 
81 ° 52' 10" west 127.28 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,729.01 E 2,404,528.00; thence north 25° 30' 50'' west 
146.26 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,861.01 E 
2,404,465.00; thence clue west 105.00 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 415,861.01 E 2,404,360.00; thence south 74° 52' 
00'' west 164.71 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415 .. -
818.01 E 2,404,201.00; thence north 67° 02' 20'' 
page 166 ~ west 412.70 feet to a point, whose coordinates are 
N 415,979.01 E 2,403:821.00; thence south 17° 
10' 30" west 115.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,869.01 E 2,403,787.00; thence south 85° 39' OCY' west 92.27 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,862.01 E 2,403,-
695.00; thence north 41 ° 36' 40" west 215.34 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 416,023.01 E 2,403,552.00; thence 
north 28° 48'. 00" west 217.96 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 416.,214.01 E 2,403,447.00; thence north 64° 21' 30" 
west 83.19 feet to a point, whoRe coordinates are N 416,250.01 
E 2,403,372.00; thence north 37° 32' 22" west 359.42 feet to a 
point, whose coorclinates are N 416,535.01 E 2,403,153.00·; 
thence north 53° 00' 00'' west 264.20 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 416,694.01 E 2,~02,942.00; thence north 4P 
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21' 20" east 197.57 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
416,891.01 E 2,402,957.00; thence north 61 ° 57' 10" west 138.23 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 416,956.01 E 2,402,-
835.00; thence north 27° 10' 50" west 207.97 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,141.01 E 2)402,740.00; thence 
north 56° 47' 10'' west 266.55 feet to a point, whose coordinat~·: 
are N 417,287.01 E 2,402,517.00; thence north 30° 40' 10" west 
l00.00 feet to a point, "Those coordinates are N 417,373.02 E· 
2,402,465.99; thence south 58° 46' 10'' west 109.93 feet ~o a 
point, whose cool'dinates are N 417,316.02 E 2,402,371.99; 
tl1ence south 38° 08' 40" west 242.86 feet to a· point., whose 
ooorcl.inates are N 417,125.02 E 2,402,221.99; thence south 87° 
04' 50" west 294.38 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,110.03 E 2,401,927.99; thence north 30° 04' 10° west 109.77 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,205.03 E 2,401,-
872.99; thence north 83° 47' 50" west 231.35 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,230.03 E 2,401,642.99; thence 
south 87° 01' 20" west 346.47 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,212.03 E 2,401.,296.99; thence north 41 ° 55' 40" west 
145.16 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,320 .. 03 E 
2,401,199.99; thence north 63° 37' 30" west 407.41 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 417,501.02 E 2,400,834.99; 
thence south 66° 38' 50" west 295.18 feet to a point, whose 
coordinates are N 417,384.01 E 2,400,563.99; thence south 55° 
51' 50'' west 142.56 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
417,304.01 E 2,400,445.99; thence south 43° 41' 00" west 246.14 
feet to a point., whose coordinates are N 417,126.01 E 2,400,-
275.99; thence south 23° 17' 00'' west 179.63 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 416,961.01 E 2,400,204.00; thence 
north 65° 22' 00" west 477.45 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,160.02 E 2,399,770.99; thence north 54° 18' 40'' west 
533.12 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,471.03 E 
2,399.,337.99; ·thence north 56° 37' 40" west 249.07 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 417,608.04 E 2,399,129.99; 
thence north 47° 42' 30" west 209.54 feet to a point, wl10se co-
ordinates are N 417,749.04 E 2,398,974.99; thence north 66° 49' 
40" west 279.55 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
pag·e 167 } are N 417,859.04 E 2,398,717.99; thence north 81 ° 
07' 40" west 207.48 feet to a point, w~1ose coordi-
nates are N 417,891.04 E 2,398,512.99; thence south 49° 32' 20'' 
west 134.06 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417.,804.04 
E 2,398,410.99; thence north 89° 21' 00" west 88.01 feet to a 
point, whose coordinates are N 41.7 ,805.04 E 2,398,322.99; 
tlicnce south 30° 31' 20" west 200.83 feet to a point, whose co-
ordinates are N 417,632.04 E 2,398,220.99; thence south 76° 
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417,558.04 E 2,397,920.99; thence south 47° 55' 10" west 138.78 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,465.03 E 2,397,-
817.99; thence south 83° 48' 10" west 176.03 feet to a point, 
whose coordinates are N 417,446.03 E 2,397,642.99; thence 
ur.rth 83° 36' 00" west 323.01 feet to a point, whose coordinates 
are N 417,482.04 E 2,397.,321.99; thence north 82° 43' 20'' west 
323 .. 61 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,523.04 E 
2,397,000.99; thence north 50° 51' 50'' west 318.44 feet to a 
point~ whoso cootdinates are N 417,724.03 E, 2,396,753.99; 
thence n01:th 34° 33' 20" west 128.71 feet to a point, whose co-
. ~,rdinates ·are N 417,830.03 E 2,396,680.99; thence south 81 ° 
· 55'' 50''. west 53.41 feet to a point, in the northerly line of the 
rig·ht-of-way of the Richmond Fredericksburg and Potomac 
Railroad, the coordinates of said point are N 417,822.53 E 
2.,396,628.11; thence running· gei1erally with the said north-
erly line of the Richmond Fredericksburg and Potomac Rail-
road right-of-way and more particularly with the following 
courses and distances to points hereinafter described by co-
ordinates, south 51 ° 40' 40'' west 663.73 feet to a point of 
curve, whose coordinates are N 417,410.96 E 2,396,107 .39 ; 
thence continuing along· the arc of a curve to the 1·ight whose 
radius is 8499.00 feet, and whose chord bearing and chord 
are south 52° 48' 09" west and 333.65 feet, respectively, a dis-
tance of 333.67 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 417,-
209.25 E 2,395,841.62; thence south 36° 04' 22" east 15.00 feet 
to an iron bar, whose coordinates are N 417,197.13 E 2,395,-
850.45; thence along the arc of a cur,Te to the rig·ht whose 
radius is 853.99 feet and whose chord bearing a.nd chord arc 
south 59° 55' 14" west and 1777.95 feet, respectively, a distance 
of 1781.18 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 416.,306.02 
E 2,394,311.93; thence south 0° 31' 40" east 5.43 feet to a point 
on a curve to the right, the coordinates of said point are N 
416,300.59 E 2,394,311.98; thence along the arc of said curve · 
to the right whose raclius is 8518..99 feet and whose chord bear-
ing and chord are south 71 ° 34' 5W' west and 1678.69 feet,. re-
spectively; a distance of 1681.42 feet to a point, wl1ose coordi-
nates are N 415,770.23 E 2,392,719.27; thence north 12° 45' 46" 
west 35.00 feet to a point on a curve to the right, dle coordi.:. 
Rates of said point are N 415,804.37 E 2,.392.,711.54; thence 
along· the arc of said curve to the right wllose radius is 8484.00 
feet and whose chord bearing and chord are south 78° 08' 57" 
west and 270.06 feet, respectively, a distance of 
page 168 ~ 270.09 feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 
415,748.91 E 2,392,447.24; thence sou th 79 ° 
03' 40'' west 1025.13 feet to a point, whose coordinates arc 
N 415,.554.38 E 2,391,440.74 ; thence south 4 ° 17' 00" east 30.20 
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feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 415,524.26 E 2,391,-
443.00; thence south 79° 03' 40'' west 3302.03 feet to an iron 
pipe set in the northerly right-of-way line of the Richmond 
Fredericksburg and Potomac Railroad and in a line of the 
land of the Southern Railway, the coordinates of said pipe 
in the Virginia Co-ordinate System, North Zone, are North 
414,897.63 ieet East 2,388.,200.98 feet; thence leaving the 
line tracks of, the said Southern Railway north 3° 48' 44" 
west 945.93 feet to a point in the northerly line of the right-
of-way of the said Southern Railway an<l a corner to the lands 
known as the A. I,,. Saum Estate and the land formerly owned 
by Frank Mitchell, the coordinates of said point are N 415,-
841.50 E 2,388,138.08; thence running with the aforesaid 
northerly right-of-way line south 70° 25' 23" west 605. 71 feet 
to a point, the coordinates of which are North 415,638.51 feet· 
East 2,387,567.39 feet; thence leaving the said northerly rig·ht-
of-way line and crossing the land of the aforementioned A. F. 
Saum Estate and running generally with the easterly line of 
the land of McDowell north 21 ° 07' 03" west 2150.01 feet to 
a point in the southerly line of the Edsall Road (Route 648), 
the coordinates of said point are N 417,644.16 E 2,386,792.77; 
thence crossing the aforesaid F~dsall Road and running south 
77° 19' 38" west 251.16 feet to an iron pipe in the line between 
the lands of Bigg·ers and Stulz, the coordinates of said pipe 
are N 417,589.06 E 2.,386,547.73; thence running generally 
with the line of Big·gers and Stulz north 11 ° 24' 13" west 
1748.59 feet to an iron pipe, who~e coordinate~ are N 419,-
803.14 E 2,386,202.00; thence north 79° 03' 55" east 149.77 
feet to a stone which lies on the wcsterlv side of an outlet 
road, the coordinates of said stone are N 419,331.55 E 2,386,-
349.05; thence north 1 ° 55' 30'' east 893.17 feet to a concrete 
right-of-way monument of the Commonwealth of Virginia 
Department of Highways marking the southeasterly 
line of Service Road No. 4 of the Henrv G. Shir-
ley Memorial Higln:rny System (Route 350) ; the co-
ordinates of said monument on the Virginia Co-ordinate 
System, North Zone, are North 4-20,224.19 feet East 2,386,-
379.07 feet; thence crossing 8aid Service Road and said Shir-
ley iiemorial Highway north 1 ° 31' 56" east 451.39 feet to a 
point in the line between lots 3 and 4 of the division of the 
land of ·wmiam H. Lewis, the coordinates of said point are 
N 4:20~675.45 E 2,386,391.12 ; thence with the northwesterly 
line of the said Shirley Memorial Higlnvay rig·ht-of-,vay along 
the arc of a curve to the rh~·ht whose radius is 38,347.20 feet 
and whose chord bearing and chord are north 60° 19' 52" 
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a point, whose coordinates are N 420,699.65 E 
pag·e 169 ~ 2,386.,433.61; thence with a line radial to the said 
northwesterly line of the Shtrley Memorial Hig·h-
way north 29° 37' 57" west, 40.65 feet to a point in the west-
erly line of the Subdivision of the Veach Tract, the coordi-
nates of said point are N 420,734.98 E 2,386,413.51; thence 
with the westerlv line of the Subdivision of the Veach Tract 
and crossing the Little River Turnpike (State Route 236) 
north 30° 03' 5(Y' east, 1380.81 feet to a point in the northerly 
line of said Turnpike, the coordinates of said point are N 
421,930.03 E 2,387,105.25; thence with the said northerly line 
of said Turnpike south 62° 02' 37" east, 283.96 feet to a point 
whose coordinates arc N 421,796.91 E 21H87,356.07; thence with 
said right-of-way line north 27° 57' 2B'' cast, 40.00 feet to a 
· point whose coordinates are N 421,832.24 E 2,387.,374.82; 
thence continuing with the said right-of-way line south 62° 
02' 37" east, 125.98 feet to a point in the westerly line of 
Route 613 whose coordinates are N 421,773.18 E 2,387,486.10; 
thence with the said westerlv line of Route 613 north 25° 42' 
00" east, 482,02 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 422,-
207.52 E 2,387,695.13; thence continuing with said line north 
42° 44' 00" east, 222.36 feet to a point in the southwesterly 
line of the old Lincolnia Road (Route 613) the coordinates 
of said point a re, N 422,370.85 E 2,:387 ,846.02 ; thence with 
said line of the Lincoluia Road north 46° 53' 40" west, 441.98 
feet to a point whose coordinates are N 422~672.87 E 2,387,-
523.33; thence crossing the said Lincolnia Road and running 
with the land of vY. J. J. Smith north 42° 45' 41" east, 970.60 
feet to a point common to the lands of Frank S. Smith, vV . 
. J. J. Smith and the land formerlv in the name of Charles E. 
Stearns, the coordinates of saicl point are N 423,385.47 E 
. 2,388,182.32; thence with the land of said Frank S. Smith 
north 24° 27' 19" west, 943.48 feet to a point whose coordinates 
are N 424,244.31 E 2,387,791.74; thence south 87° 52' 22" west, 
1034.30 feet to a point in the westerly line of a 30 foot road 
leading· from the Lincolnia Road to the Seminary Road, the 
coordinates of said point are N 424,205.92 E 2,386,758.15; 
thence continuing with the westerly line of said road the fol-
lowing courses and distances to points hereinafter described 
by coordinates: north 16° 25' 50" east, 366.68 feet to a point 
whose coordinates arc N 424.,557.63 E 2,386,861.87; north 8° 
23' 10'' west, 314.43 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 
424,868.71 E 2,386,816.01; north 33° 25' 50" east, 399.44 feet 
to a point whose coordhrntes are N 425,202.06 E 2,387,036.07; 
north 16° 05' 50'' east, 208.59 feet to a point whose coordinates 
are N 425,402.47 E 2,387,093.91; north 54° 11' 50'' east, 232.45 
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f.eet to a point whose coordinates are N 425,538.45 E 2.387,-
282.44; north 52° 24' 50" e.ast, 131.76 feet to a point whose co- · 
ordinates are N 425.,618.82 Ji] 2,387,386.85; north 57° 39' 50'' 
east, 227.74 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 425,740.63 
E 2,387,579.27; north 50° 23' 50" east, 245.25 feet to a point 
whose coordinates are N 425,896.97 E 2,387,768.23; north 44° 
15' 50" east, 510.18 feet to a point whose coordinates ar~.,;N 
426,262.33 E 2,388,124.32; north 57° 04' 50'' east, 
page 170 ~ 162.21 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 
426,350.48 E 2,388,260.48 j north 45 ° 52' · 50" east, 
485.48 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 426,688.45 E 
2,388,609.00; and north 60° 41' 50" east, 200.95 feet to a point 
in the meanders of Holmes Run, whose coordinates are N 
426,786.80 E 2,388,784.27; thence with the meanders of said 
Run north 8° 43' 00" west, 226.30 feet to a point whose co-
ordinates are N 427,010.4'9 E 2,388,749.99; thence continuing 
with the meanders of said Run north 16° 34' 20'' west, 277.85 
feet to a point whose coordinates are N 427,276.80 E 2,388,-
670.74; thence leaying said Holmes Run and running through 
the land of S. J. Gordon, the land formerly owned by R. E. 
Ankers, Jr .. , the land of M.A. Ankers) and the land of R. F. 
Rosen north 67° 50' 58" east, 1208.64 feet to a point whose co-
ordinates are N 427,732.59 E 2,389,790.18, which point is also 
the easterlv corner common to the land of said Rosen and 
the land formerly owned by D. S. Bartlett; thence running 
generally with the southeasterly line of Bartlett and the 
northwesterly line of the land of G. H. Lacv north 38° 47' 41" 
east, 776.64 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 428,337.90 
E 2,390,276.77; thence crossing the land of H. A. Lockridge 
and the land now or formerly owned by Lydia Hoffman north 
H2° 56' 06" east, 858.19 feet to an iron bar in the westerly line 
of a 30 foot road, the coordinates of said iron bar are N 
429,058.17 E 2.,390,7 43.36 j thence crossing said road and run-
ning south 66° 05' 42" east, 38.45 feet to an iron pipe at the 
westerly end of the line between lots 2 and 3 of the Wheat 
Subdivision, the coordinates of said iron pipe are N 429.,042.42 
]1 2,390,778.54; thence generally with the line between the 
aforesaid lots 2 and 3 north 73° 27' 40" east, 891.67 feet to a 
point in the southwesterly line of Davis A venue as estab-
fo;hed by deed of dedication of block 7, Dowden Terrace Sub-
division, the coordinates of said point being N 429,296.25 E 
2,391,633.32; thence running with said line of Davis Avenue 
north 32° 25.' 44" west, 542.51 feet to a point whose coordi-
nates are N 429,754.16 E 2,391,342.40; and north 19° 42' 47" 
west, 184.04 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 429,927.41 
E 2,391,280.32; thence crossing Davis Avenue and running 
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generally with certain lot lines in block 7., Dowden Terrace 
Subdivision north 70° 17' 13" east, 255.57 feet to a point whose 
coordinates are N 430,013.62 E 2,391,520.91; thence north 29° 
56' 17u west, 271.30 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 
430,248.72 E 2,391,385.51; thence north 50° 51' 43" east, 62.74 
feet to a point whose coordinates are N 430,288.32 E 2,391,-
434.17; thence north 39° 08' 17" west, 144.68 feet to a point 
in the southeasterly line of Bradley Boulevard, the coordi-
nates of said point are N 430,400.54 E 2,391,342.85; thence-
with said line of Bradley Boulevard north 50° 51' 43" east,. 
402.33 feet to a point whose coordinates are N 430,654.49 ]~ 
2,391,654.91; thence south 14° 54' 17" east, 189.75 feet to a 
point iri the line common to E. R.. Lacy and block 6, Dowden 
Terrace Subdivision, the coordinates of said point are N 
430,471.12 E 2,391,703.72; thence with said com-
page 171 ~ mon line of Lacy and block 6, Dowden Terrace 
Subdivision north 75° 05' 43" east, 828.84 feet to 
a point in the easterly line of Seminary Road (Route 716) as 
established by deed of dedication of '\Vashing'ton Forest Sub-
division, the coordinates of this point are N 430,684.31 E 
2,392,504.67; thence with said easterly line of Seminary Road 
south 12° 16' 17" east, 13.61 feet to a point whose coordinates 
are N 430,671.01 E 2~392,507.57; and south 14° 20' 17" east, 
403.14 feet to a point in the line common to the lands of Steel 
and Davis coordinates of ~aid point are N 430,280.43 E 2,392,-
607.40; thence generally with said common line of Steel and 
Davis and the land formerly known as \Vashington Forest 
north 67° 46' 46!' east, 3212.84 feet to a stone whose. coordi-
nates are N 431,495.42 E 2,395,581.64, which stone also lies 
in the southerly line of the Leesburg Turnpike (Route 7) ; 
thence crossing said road and running nortb 55° 50' 10" east, 
69.09 feet to a point in the northerly line of the said Leesburg 
Turnpike, the coordinates of said point are ~ 431,534.22 E 
2,395,638.81; thence nortll 9° 13' 10" east, 500.43 feet to a point 
in the Arlington-Fairfax line, the coordinates of said point 
are N 432,028.19 E 2.,395,718.99; tl1<mce with the Arlington 
County line south 46° 09' 10" east, 1505.47 feet to a set stone 
enclosed in an iron fence, wl1ose coordinates are N 430,985.29 
:BJ 2,396,804.72, wI1ich stone is an original boundary stone of 
the District of Columbia; thence continuing with said line 
south 45° 39' 45" east, 5380.80 feet to a set stone whose co-
ordinates are N 427,224.74 E 2,400,653.26, which stone is en-
closed in ~n iron fence; thence continuing with the said Ar-
lington County line south 45° 53' 41" east, 2408.06 feet to a 
point whose coordinates arc N 425,548.78 E 2,402,382.40 which 
point is in the present Corporate limits of the City of Alex-
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andria nnd lies in the cente1' line of Btnddoclt Road; thence 
with tho center line of Braddock Road a11d the previous Cora. 
potate Limits of the City of Alexandria north 85° 12' 34" 
west, 358.26 feet to a stone set in the westei'ly line of Quak~r 
Lane, whose coordinates are N 425,578.56 E 2,402,025A2; 
thence with the aforesaid Co1·pol'ate Limits and the westerly 
line of Quaker Lane south 4° 23' 07'" west, 3827.81 feet to a 
point \vhose coo1·di11ates ate N 421,762.10 E 2,401,732.70; 
thence south 66 50' 00" east, 2886.44 feet to a point in the 
nottherly line of the Litt]e Rivel' Tumpike, tbe cootdinate!3 
of said poi11t are N 418;896,02 E 2,402,076.17; thtmce con .. 
tinning with the nfol'esaid Corpol'nte limits and the 110:rthel'ly 
line of the aforesaid Little Hiver Tt11•npike south 80° 02' 29'' 
east, 4736.71 feet to a point, whose c:oordi11ates are N 418,-
077.01 E 2.,406t741.47; thence south 74° 56' 45" eastJ 279.99 
feet to a point, whose coordinates are N 418,004.29 E 2.,407,-
011.85; thence south 81 ° 48' 45" east, 418.88 feet to a poh1t in 
the aforesaid rto11thel'ly line of the Little Rivet' Turnpike, the 
coordinates of said point are N 417,944.71 E 2,407,425.97; 
thence crossing said Turnpike and ruuning south 7° 02' 21" 
east, 62.75 feet to the point of beginning·, containing approxi-
mately 7 .25 square miles. 
page 172 ~ SIXTH. 
Thaf the atea described i11 paragt•aph Fifth hereof fotms, 
when taken tog1ethet with the present tUea of the City of 
Ale~andria, a l'easoirnbly compact body of lnnd; and that 
said area is adapted to city impMvements a11tl will be needed 
in the reasonably neat future fol' city development. 
SEVENTH. 
That as required by law and the tei'ms and conditions of 
this annexation, the City of Alexanchin shall upon th~ e:ftec-
tive date of this decree pay unto the_ Cou~ty of Faii1fax the 
sum of $102,801 for the Lee-Jackson SchbOl ptopei'ty, includ-
ing equipment, and the sum of $53,100 fo1· the Shirlev Duke 
School site, said scl10ol propel'ties being located withiil the 
area aimexed and the 1,11111s decreed to be paid tepresentittg 
the present value of stt111e; provid~d; howeve_1\.1 that suitable 
adjustment shall be mnde f (W any cltang'e in the inventm·y of 
the Lee-Jackson School equiptneut betweeii the enti\Y of this 
decree and the effectivo elate theteof. 
That title shall ve~t ahsohtt~ly, in fee simple; in the Citv of 
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County of Fairfax and the County shall simultaneously with 
said payments cause to be executed and delivered to the City 
of Alexandria a Special ,varranty deed in fee simple con-
veying said properties to said City. 
EIGHTH. 
That until the effective date of this decree, the Lee-,J ackson 
School mentioned in paragTaph Seventh shall continue to be 
operated as at present by and at the expense of the school 
authorities of the County of Fairfax, and thereafter shall be 
operated by and at the expense of the City of Alexandria; 
provided that the Superintendent of Schools of the City of 
Alexandria, and the Superintendent of Schools of the County 
of Fairfax, shall be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
empowered to enter into any ag·reement deemed 
page 173 ~ appropriate by them touching the operation of 
the said schools, or any of then1, by the City for 
the account of t.he County, or by the County for the account 
of the City, or otherwise. 
NINTH. 
That under the provisions of law and the terms and con-
ditions of this annexation, the City of Alexandria shall as-
sume and provide for the reimbursement of the County of 
Fairfax of a just proportio11 of the existing· Sanitary District 
No. 1 sewer indebtedness aggreg·ating $3,000,000, which just 
proportion is hereby declared to be $172,256.80. 
The Citv of Alexandria shall not incur anv liahilitv to the 
owners an·d holders of the evidence of anv s11ch indel1tedness 
for any proportion thereof. but shall not" later than 10 days 
before each principal and interest maturity elater which shall 
occur after this decree becomes effective, pay unto the County 
of Fairfax such sum of money as shall equal the City's proper 
proportion thereof as heretofore determined. 
The City of Alexandria shall lmve the right at any time 
to anticipate the payment of its obligation under this Section 
by paying the same to the County of Fairfax, in whole or in 
pad, in sums of $25,000.00 each, or multiples thereof, upon 
the same terms and conditions imposed by the indenture se-
curing the obligation of the Sanitary District with respect 
to the payment of intereRt and prepayment penalties that 
would apply if the County of Fairfax elected to anticipate the 
payment of bonds in a like principal amount at the time of 
snch payment by the City of Alexandria .. 
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The County of Fafrfax shall have the right commencing 
with the effective date of this decree to charge and collect au 
annual service charge equal to that prevailing in Sanitary 
District No .. 1 from each of the sewer conuectiou use1·s within 
the area to be anuexedJ and a like sum from any person 
within said area to be annexed who .shall connect to and use 
said sewer .. 
pag·e 174} TENTH .. 
That ilie County of Fairfax shall at its own cost and ex-
pense, from the date of the entry of this decree to the date 
upon which it becomes effective, maintain in the same physi-
cal condition in which it is now maintaining them, the Lee-
Jackson School property and the Shirley Duke School site. 
And the County shall not at any time prior to the effective 
date of this decree make or contract to make any permanent 
public improvements to be paid for in whole or in part by 
the City of Alexandria without first obtaining the consent of 
the proper official of the City of Alexandria .. 
ELEVENTH. 
That the court, pursuant to Section 5 of an Act of tl1e Gen~ 
eral Assembly, approved February 11, 1950, ·entitled "An 
.Act to Provide for State Aid to Counties and Cities in the 
Construction of Public School Building; To Appropriate 
Funds therefor; and to Provide the Terms and Conditions 
for the Expenditure of the Funds Appropriated'', finds that 
the equitable distribution of the sums which, except for said 
Section 5, would be paid to the County of Fairfax under the 
Act aforesaid, is as follows: 
From each of the several funds, whether £or ttonstructiou 
or by way of equalization, which, e:xcept for said Section 5, 
would be allocated to the County of Fairfax from the appro-
priation of $30,000,000 made immediately available under the 
said Act, there shall be paid to the City of Alexandria an 
nmount representing- the proportion of each of the said funds 
wl1ich tl1e actual enrollment of school children of school age 
on December 1, 1949, within the area herein directed to be an-
1iexed bears to the total actual enrollment of school children of 
school age in the County of Fairfax on said date; and from 
~ach of the several funds, whether for construction or by way 
of equalization which, except for said Section 5, would be 
allocated to tl1e County of Fairfax from the appropriation of 
$15,000,000 to be made available under the said Act during 
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the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1951~ thel'e sha:U 
page 175 ~ be paid to the ~ity of Alexa11dt~a an amoun~ equal 
to the proporb.on of each of said fm1ds which the 
actual enr~llm~nt of scho0l children of school age within t~c 
area herem directed to be annex~d on D~cember 31, 19n0,. 
bears to tbe total actual enrollment of school child.ten of 
school age i~ the County of Fairfax on said date. 
TWELFTH .. 
That under the provisions of law and terms and conditions 
of anneAation., the City of Alexandria s_hall assume and p1·0-
vid(\)· for the reimbursement of the Cou11ty of Faitfnx of it 
just proportion 0£ the pl'es~nt existing school indebtedness 
of said county which just pl'oportio11 is heteby declared to be 
the ratio the assessed value of all nssessables in the area an-· 
nexed for the year 1950 bears to the total of a.11 assessable·s in 
the County fol' the year 1950 6%; provided; howev~t, that 
in tho event pending• causes in this court between the Cott11ty 
of Fairfax and the City of Falls Church l'esult h1 any part 
of the said school deb! being a~sumed or paid by the City of 
],alls Church, then smtable adJUstmcnt shall be made Qf the 
obligation imposed upon the City of Alexaudria hereunder to 
the extent of such pttytr.tent 01' ai::tsutnption of the school debt 
by the City of Falls Chutch .. 
The City of Alexandria shall not incur any liability to the 
owners and holders 0£ the Qvidence o:f any such indebtedness: 
for any proportion the.l'cof, bnt shall nof later than 10 days 
before each pl'incipal and interest maturity date, which shall 
ocC'Ur after this decree b~conH;,s effective; pay unto the County 
of Fairfax such sum of m011ey as shall equal the City's proper 
proportion thereof as heretofore detol'mined .. 
The City of Alexandria shall have the right at the time· of 
any interest or principal payill.ent to anticipate the payment 
of its obligation ttnder this section by paying to the County 
of' Fairfax.. in whale ot in part together with interest thereon 
np ta tho dat~ of such payment; such sntn or sun1s 
page 176 } as it may desire ancl to the extent 0£' st.rid pay .. 
mcnt shall be disclia:rged of its «>bligations he1:e .... 
under. 
Tl1IRTEENTH .. 
Tbat from and nft~T tl1e effective dttfo of' tllis decree, tlie· 
portion of the Shirley Highway lying witI1in the area to be 
annexed shall remain a limitect access bighwa:y as presently 
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constituted, until such time as the State Highway Commis-
sion and the Director of Public ·works of the City of Alexan-
dria shall otherwise mutually agree. 
FOURTEENTH. 
That the clerk of this court is ordered and directed to send 
a certified copy of thiA decree to the Auditor of Public Ac-
counts of the Commonwealth of Virginia, to the Comptroller 
thereof and to the Department of Taxation of the Common-
wealth of Virginia, in order that such allocations of Sta.te 
funds of various kinds to the City of Alexandria or the County 
of Fairfex as may be affected by the annexation to the City 
of the territory hereinabove described, and the population 
thereof, may be revised in accordance with law on and after 
the date upon which this decree shall become effective . 
• • 
na 0 ·e 177 l .. ~ ( FIFTEENTH . 
That the clerk of this court is ordered and directed to in-
clude among the orders and proceedings which he transmits 
pursuant to Section 139, Title 15, Chapter 8, of the Code of 
Virginia, 1950, a map entitled '' Present Corporate Boundary 
of City of Alexandria and Area Annexed from Fairfax 
County,, Virginia", attached hereto and made. a part hereof, 
and said map shall be recorded along· with said orders and 
proceedings. · 
SIXTEENTH. 
That all the territorv hereinbcfore mentioned and fullv set 
forth and described bv metes and bounds in the fifth ciause 
l1ereof be and the same is hereby annexed to tl1e City of Alex-
andria on the terms and conditions recited in the Annexa-
tion Ordinance together with such chang·es, conditions and 
requirements on the part of the City of Alexandria to be done 
as hereinabove appear, this decree to take effect at midnight 
on the 31st day of December, 1950. 
The City of Alexandria by coum,el excepts to the action 
of the court in requiring the City to assume any bonded in-
debtedness for sewers under the Ninth clause of this decree 
for the reason that the eYidence disc·loses the project to be 
self-liquidating· and the major part of the bond proceeds re-
main intact. 
And the City further excepts to the failure of the court to 
direct a general warranty deed for the Shirley-Duke School 
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Property because of the possibility of a trust being impressed 
thereon, as was previously brought to the attention of the 
court during the trial of the case. 
page 178 ~ And to all of the findings of the Court, tho 
County of Fairfax, by its attorneys, excepts and 
objects upon the following grounds: 
1. Because this Court erroneouslv overruled the motion to 
dismiss, filed by the County of Fairfax, said motion setting· 
forth that this Court is without jurisdiction to hear and de-
termine this case for the following reasons: 
a. Most of the area sought to be annexed is a part of Sani-
tary Distr~ct No: 1 ~f Fairfax County, Virginia, operating· 
under special legislation enacted by the General Assembly of 
Virginia and this Court is without jurisdiction to confract 
said Sanitary District. 
b. The bonded indebtednes~ of the County of Fairfax is 
still undetermined, because of the transition of the City of 
Falls Church from a town to a city of second class in Aug·ust 
of 1948 and the adjustments of debt between said Citv and 
County can be made only by the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County before which the matter is still pending and bv which 
it is still undetermined. ( Cif11 of Falls Cliitrch V. County of 
Fairfax-In Chancery No. 7390}. 
2. Because there was no showing in £act by the City of 
Alexandria of any necessity for and expediency of annexa-
tion to the said Citv of the tract of land ordered to be annexed 
in this proceeding7 and because tl1e evidence affirmatively 
shows that such annexation is not necessary and expedient. 
3. Because the Court erred in overruling the motion to 
strike the plaintiff's evidence made by the said County of 
Fairfax and its several objections with respect to the admis-
sion or exclusion of evidence made by its attorneys during 
the course of the trial. 
4-. Because there was no showing in fact that the terms and 
conditions set forth in the ordinance and made the basis of 
the proceeding are reasonable and fair. 
page 179 ~ 5. Because there was no showing in fact tl1at 
just provisions are made for the future manage~ 
ment and improvement of the territory annexed. 
6. Because the Court failed to give due consideration to 
the interests of the State, the County, and the tract of land 
annexed in ordering annexation of the said tract of land or-
dered to be annexed. 
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7. Because the Court failed to g-ive due consideration to 
the best interests of the County, the City and the best inter-
ests, services to be rendered, and the needs of the area pro-
posed to be annexed, and the best interests of the remaining 
portion of the County in ordering annexation of the said tract 
of land ordered to be annexed. 
8. Because the Court failed to give due consider.at~on · to: 
the effect which ''the loss of revenue to the County," par-
ticularly Sanitary District No. 1 thereof resulting from such 
annexation, will have upon the District and its ability to con:-
thme to provide the quantity and quality of governmental 
services now afforded and in prospect for the re·sidents of 
said Sanitary District. 
9. Because the Court erred in failing· to require the City 
of Alexandria to assume a ''just'' proportion of the $3,000,-
000.00 bonded indebtedness of Sanitary District No. 1, based 
-011 both the loss of revenue from sewer connections and loss 
of revenue from assessables in said Sanitarv District. 
10. Because. the Court erred in failing to require th·e City 
of Alexandria to assume its just portion of the $10,-50~000.00 
school bond of the County of Fairfax, which must be issued 
by the School Board of said County under order of the Cir-
cuit Court of said County, duly entered on June 7, 1950. 
11. Because the Court erred in failing to require the City 
of Alexandria to assume its just portion of the 
page 1$0 } $980,000.00 county building· bonds· of the Count? 
of Fairfax, which must be issued by the Board of 
Supervisors of said County under order of the Cireuit Court 
of said County, duly entered on June 6, 1950. 
12. Because there was no showing fo f_act of any necessity 
for alleged '' control of developments and improvements'' by 
the City of Alexandria. 
13. Because the contention of the City of Alexandria as to 
the necessity for annexation on the alleged ground of ~'trash 
and garbag·e collection'' was not sustained and, furthermore, 
there is no evidence as to when, if ever, the City will furnish 
these facilities. · 
14. Because there was no showing· in fact t1iat "the City 
of Alexandria represents the heart of the 'Alexandria Com-
munity'" and "the people living in this Community, espe-
cially in the area proposed for annexation, have their com-
mercial, social, recreational, civic, church, school and other 
interests largely within the City of Alexandria and daily use 
its streets and other nub lie facilities: their interest and wel-
fare and those of such persons as conduct businesses in the 
above described areas are identical with the interests and 
welfare of the residents of the City. The City of Alexandria 
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and its residents, together with the areas proposed £01· an-
nexation and their residents, constitute in fact one uninter-
rupted and homogeneous community which can be more com-
pletely, efficiently and economically governed, administered 
and serviced with the fairest distribution of cost by being 
under the same local government. This end can be accom-
plished through and only throug·h the proposed annexation.'' 
On the contrary, the evidence affirmatively shows that the 
interests above mentioned are identical with the interests of 
residents of the metropolitan area in the City of "'\Vasbington 
and that the City and the area proposed for au-
page 181 ·}, nexation is not an uninterrupted and homogene-
• ous communitv. 
15. Because there was 110 showing in fact that many ne,v-
comers to, as well as former residents of tlle Alexandria Com-
munity have been compelled by lack of space in the City to 
establish their residences and businesses beyond the corporate 
limits .. 
16. Because there has been no showing in fact that the aren 
ordered to be annexed is a '' thickly populated urban territory 
such as that found in the City of Alexandria and the areas. 
proposed for annexation'' • • • but on the contrary the evi-
dence shows that it is very sparsely settled. 
Enter: December 19, 1950 .. 
JEFFERSON F. "WALTER 
"\V ALTEH T. :McCARTHY 
P .A UL E. BROWN . 
J ndges of said Annexation CourL 
Entered in Common Law Order Hook No. 27 at page 29 
and 




V. FLOYD WILLIAl\fS 
HORACE H. ED"'\V ARDS, 
p. q. 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, ,JR. 
Of counsel for Deft. 
Oounty of Fait•fttx v. City of .A.le~ttndr1a 105 
page 182 ~ Filed Jan. 2, 1951. 
• 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circliit Court of 
Fairfax County, Va . 
AT LA w· NO. 3853. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
The uudersigned :files this ttotice of appeal because it is 
aggrieved by a final decree of this Court entered on the 19th 
day of December, 1950, whel'eby the petitioi1 filed he11ein by 
the City of Ale~andria on the 13th day of April, 1950 for the 
attnexation of cei-tain terl'itol'y was grant~d, subject to certain 
minor changes made by the Court in the proposed line of 
annexation. 
The Court eneq. in entering said final decree in the follow"" 
ing pai'ticulars, which have been set fotth as grounds of ex"' 
ception in said decree : 
1. Because the Court erroneously overhtled tlie motio11 to 
dismiss, filed by the County of Fairfax, said inotion setting 
forth thut the Colll't was ,vithont jurisdiction to hear atid 
determine the case f ot the foil owing 11easons : 
a. Most of the area sought to be art11exe<l is a part of Sani"' 
tary Distl'ict No. 1 of F,aitfax Co11nty, Vitginia, operating 
under special legisla tiou enacted by the Genel'al Assembly of 
Virginia and the Court is w'i thout jurisdiction to coi1 tract said 
Sanitary District. 
b. The bonded indebtedness of the Colti1ty of Fairfax is 
still undetermined, because of the transition of the City of 
Falls Church from a town to a city of second class in .A.ugus~ 
of 1948 and the adjustments of debt between said City and 
County can · be made only by the Circuit Court of Fair£ax 
County befor'e which the tnatter is still peiicliiig· and by which 
it is still und~tertnined. Cit,y of !!alls Church v. Cou1ity of 
Fa,i1-f<J~I11 Chancm-y No. 7390.) 
page 183 ~ 2. BecEiUse there ~as no showing in ~act by 
the City of Alexandria of a11y . necessity for and 
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ordered to be annexed in this proceeding and because the evi-
dence affirmatively shows that such annexation is not necessary 
and expedient. 
:3. Because the Court erred in overruling the motion to 
i.;trike the plaintiff's evidence made by the said County of 
Fairfax and its several objections with respect to the ad-
mission or exclusion of evidence made by its attorneys during 
the con rse of the trial. . 
4. Because there ·was no showing in factJhat the terms and 
conditions set forth in the ordinance and):nado the basis of 
the proceeding are reasonable and fair. l)., '.!, 
5. Because there was no showing in fact ~pt j~t provisions 
are ~uade for the future management and \~r9"t~ment of the 
terntory annexed. \~:,;. ·'·)~:: 
6. Because the Court failed to give dul' .. ·~oµ~]dcration to 
the interests of the State, the County, andf:: .. eJµmct of land 
annexed in ordering annexation of the saidty·: .. ·~¢~\.of land or-
dcl'cd to be annexed. )j.,: ·::;/. 
7. Because the Court failed to give due co~jf~e.tation to the 
best interests of the County, the City and t
1
1T1:J?.O;Bt interests, 
services to be rendered, and ~he needs of th~.,p~~. ~roposed 
to be annexed, and the best mterests of the -~enw1mng por-
tion of the County in ordering annexation cffit~~rsaid tract 
of land ordered to be annexed. ,:~f ?(:. 
8. Because the Court failed to ghre due co,stdtration to 
the effect which "the loss of revenue to the · Qp\ulty," par-
ticularly Sanitary District No. 1 thereof resulti,tl.~rom such 
annexation, will have upon the District and its aii1tfr to con-
tinu~ to provide the quanti.ty a11d quality of g~l;~[nmental 
Herv1('es now afforded and m prospect for the :i,:e_idents of 
said Sanitary District. :;~(+> 
page 184 ~ 9. Because the Court erred in failing:fl:require 
the City of Alexandria to assume a "-J{!i..§'t" pro-
portion of the $3,000,000.00 bonded indebtedness or,Janitary 
District No. 1, based on both t~e loss of revenue fr~ sewer 
connections and loss of revenue from assessable~.lUn salid 
Sanitary District. ·,:{}· 
10. Because the Court erred in failing to require tli'-City of 
Alexandria to assume its just portion of the $10,5!Q,OOO.OO 
school bonds of the Comity of Fairfax, which must ~f issued 
~y the School Board of said County under order of \the Cir-
cuit Court of said County, duly entered on June 7, 1950. 
11. Because the Court erred in failing to require the City 
of Alexandria to assume its just portion of the $980,000.00 
e01~nt)y building bonds of the County of Fairfax, which must 
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11c issued by the Boa rd of Supervisors of said County under 
order of the Circuit Court of said County, duly entered on 
.. rune 6, 1950 .. 
12. Because there was no showing in fact of any necessity 
for alleged '' co11trol of developments and improvements'' 
by the City of .Alexandria. 
13. Because the contention of the City of Alexandria as to 
the necessity for annexation on the alleged g·round of "trash 
.mid garbag·e collection'' was not sustained and; furthermore, 
there is no eviden~e as to when, if ever, the City will furnish 
these facilities. · · 
14. Becau~~ thef.e was no showing in fact that uthe City 
of Ale.xa.ndif*~:-1!·,e~fesents the heart of the 'Alexandria Com-
munity' '' a~'.¢1J~i~ people living in this Community, ·especially 
in the area ·'1~·ii~~ed for annexation, ·have their commercial, 
Hocial, recr~lt\:(ial, civic, church, school and other interests 
largely witl11lf-~·tlj~. City of .Alexandria and daily use its streets 
m1cl other .:P.v~1w· facilities; their interest and .. welfar~ and 
:tlj.Qf~ of such persons as conduct busmesses m the 
page 185 } ~~Bff described areas are ide!ltical with the _in-
:'.·ie.~:~ts and welfare of the residents of the City. 
The City 6$.t.f~lixandria and its residents, together with the 
.ureas proi:>9~~lfor annexation and tl1eir residents, constitute 
in fact one·tg}.mterrupted and homogeneous community which 
cmi be mor(f:cpmpletely, efficiently and economically governed, 
admin_istefp/and serviced with the fairest distribn!ion of cost 
l>y bemg _]ttijler the same local government. This end can 
be aceomg)shed through and only through the proposed an-
1iexationtJt~·. . . 
On th~~~ntrary, the evidence affirmatively shows that the 
iuterest&&ti·bove mentioned are identical with the interests of 
1·esidell'ti:9f the metropolitan area in the City of Washington 
and thaJ}lthe City and the area proposed for annexation is 
110t an ~nterrupted and homogeneous community .. 
15. B~~ause there was no showing in fact that many new .. 
comersi·-~ ... , as well as former residents or the Alexandria 
Comm · j:y have been compelled by lack of space in the City 
to esta · :·sh their residence·s and businesses beyond the cor-
porate "lnits. 
16. B~;cause there l1as been no showing in fact that the ar;ea 
ordered'.to be annexed is a "thickly populated urban territory 
such as that found in the City of Alexandria and the areas 
proposed for annexation" • * e but on the contrary the evi· 
deuce shows that it is very sparsely settled. 
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And because said decree is erroneousr. uncertain and in-
formal in other respects. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF F .A.IRF AX 
COUNTY, VIRGINIA,. 
By: ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR., 
CounseL 
HUGH B. MARSH1 
Attorney for the Commonwealth .. 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel for Board of Supervisors .. 
page 186 ~ Service of the filing: of this notice of appeal rtnd 
. assignment of error was had on the 2nd day of 
January; 1951, by mailing copies thereof to V. Floyd Williams 
and Ho'race H. Edwards, Counsel of record for the said City 
of Alexandria.. · 
ROBERT J. :McCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel for the Board of Supervisors of 
Fairfa.~ County, Virginia. 
page 187 f Filed Jan. 3, 1951.. 
THOMAS P. CH.A.PM.AN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of 
Fairfax CoWity, Va. 
• • 
AT LA,V NO .. 3853 .. 
NOTICE.. 
To. V._ Floyd Williams, HC11'ace H. Edwards, Armistead 
L. Boothe, William W. Kooniz, James Keith and Robert F. 
Davis, Counsel for the City of Alexandria and various irrter-
venors in the above styled case. 
You and each of yon are hereby ~otified that on Tuesday, 
the 9th day of J'annm·y, 1951, at 10:00 A. ::M., the undersigned 
wm mo,ve the annexation court convened at Fafrfax, Virginia, 
to hear the above styled case ~o modify its final decree here-
tofore entered 011 December 19, 1950, so that the operation of 
said decree may be suspended until the said case is heard by 
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the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, provided the un-
dersig·ned takes the necessary steps to perfect its appeal with-
in the time prescribed by statute and the rules of court. 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF FAIRFAX 
COUNTY; VIRGINIA, 
By: ROBER.T J. McCANDLISH, JR., 
Counsel. 
HUGH B. MAR.SH, 
Attorney for the Commonwealth. 
ROBERT J. 1foCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel for the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
County, Virginia. 
I hereby cei·tify that copies of this notice were delivered 
or mailed to all counsel of record this 3rd day of January, 
1951. 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR. 
page 188 } Filed Jan. 6, 1951. 
• 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va . 
• 
AT LAW NO. 3853. 
I hereby certify that service of the filing of the notice of 
appeal and assignment of error in the above case was had t 
on the 3rd day of January, 1951, by mailing- copies thereof ~i 
to Armistead L. Boothe and William W. Koontz, Counsel for 
certain iutervenors, and by mailing copies thereof to James 
Keith and Robert F. Davis, Counsel for certain intervenors. 
page 189 ~ 
• 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR, 
Of Counsel foi· the Board of Supervisors of 
Fail-fax County, Virginia. 
• 
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AT LAW NO. 3853. 
ORDER. 
This 9th day of .January, 1951, came the defendant, the 
Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, by coun-
sel, and moved the Court to suspend the operation of its de-
eree heretofore entered on December 19, 1950. 
·wHEREUPON, it is adjudged and ordered that the oper-
ation of said decree heretofore entered by this Court on De-
cember 19, 1950, be, and the same hereby is, suspended from 
this date, to-wit: January 9, 1951, until the petition for ap-
peal shall have been presented to and acted on by the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, provided the petition for appeal 
be filed with the Clerk or one of the Justices of the Supreme 
Court of Appeals on or before February 9, 1951. 
And it further appearing to the Court that the Board of 
Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia, and the City of 
Alexandria have entered into an agreement whereby the City 
of Alexandria waives the suspending· bond required by Sec-
tion 8-465, of the Code of Virginia, and the Board of Super-
visors of Fairfax County, Virginia, agrees to pay any dam-
ages that may accrue to the City of Alexandria or to any 
other person by reason of such suspension in case an appeal 
from such decree be not petitioned for, on or before February 
9, 1951, as aforesaid, or if so petitioned for should not be 
aIIowed. 
,vHEREUPON, it is further adjudged and ordered that said 
waiver by the City of Alexandria of said. suspension bond 
be approved and that the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
County shall pay any damages that may accrue to the City 
of Alexandria or any other person by reason of such suspen-
sion in case an appeal from such decree be not pe-
page 190 ~ titioned for on or before February 9, 1951, as 
aforesaid, or if so petitioned for be not allowed. 
The City of Alexandria by counsel excepts to the action 
of this Court in suspending such decree upon the grounds that 
the annexation decree has already been executed by the City 
of Alexandria in assuming full jurisdiction and exercising 
all of its municipal prerog·atives in the annexed area since 
midnight December 31, 1950. 
Enter: 
JEFFERSON T. ·w ALTER, Judge. 
WALTER T. McCARTHY, Judge. 
PAULE. BRO,VN, Judge. 
County of Fairfax v ... City of Al~xandria 111 
E11tered in Common Law Order Book No. 27 at page 76 
':and Ex. 
1mgc 191} 
F,iled in Circuit Court Clerk's Office Jan. 25, 1951. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk, Fairfax County, V .a. 
AT L.A. W NO. 3853. 
l)ESIGNATION OF THE PARTS OF THE RECORD TO 
BE PRINTED. 
The undersigned, pursuant to the provisions of Section 
6 (a) of Rule 5-:1 of the Rules of the Supreme Court of Ap-
peals of Virginia, hereby designates that all of the record 
-8hall be printed in the above styled case, except the following: 
1. The original exhibits. 
2. The petitions on behalf of the intervenors requesting 
annexation. · 
COUNTY OF E,AIRF .AX, 
By: ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel for County of Fairfax. 
I hereby certify that copies of this notice were mailed to 
Rll Counsel of record this 24th day of January, 1951. , 
ROBERT J. McCANDLIS~ -JR., · _j_·: •.
Of Counsel for County of Fairfax. ~ 
r· 
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Filed Jan. 25, 1951. 
• 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN, JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of 
Fairfax County, Va. 
:;' 
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AT LAW NO. 3853. 
NOTICE. 
To V. Floyd Williaill;s, Horace H. Edwards, Armistead L .. 
Boothe, William vV. Koontz, James Keith, and Robert F. 
Davis, Cou_nsel for the City of Alexandria and various inter-
venors in the above styled case. 
- You and each of you are hereby notified that on Monday, the . 
29th day of Jnnua1·y, 1951,. _at 10 :00 A. M., or as soon there- · 
after as the sanie may be heardy the undersigned will tender 
to the Honorable Paul E. B-rown, presiding judge of the An-
nexation Court, a transcript of the evidence taken in the above· 
s~yled ml:1,tter_for his authe~1tication pursuant to Section 3(f) 
and Section 3(g) of Rule 5 :1 of the Rules of the Su1)reme-
Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
COUNTY OF F AIRF i\.X:, _ 
By: ROBERT J. McCANDLISH; JR., 
Of Counsel for the County of Fairfax. 
I I1ereby certify that copies of this notice were mailed to aU 
Counsel of record this 24th day of Janua1-y, 1951. 
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• 
ROBERT J. McCANDLISH, JR., 
Of Counsel for the County of Fairfax .. 
January 31st, 1951.. 
Filed Feb. 2, 1951. 
THOMAS P. CHAPMAN,_JR., 
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Va. 
:Mr. Thomas P. Chapman, J r.1 
01erk, Circuit Court, 
Fairfax County, 
Faidax; Virginia .. 
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In Re: City of Alexandria v. Fairfax County, ~ 
Dear Mr. Chapman: 
I represented certain intervenors in the above sty1ed suit 
at the trial before the Annexation Court, Those whom I repre-
sented do not intend to appeal from the decision of the An-
nexation Court. I will appreciate it if you would insert this 
letter in the file so that the attorneys for the County and for 
the City will be relieved of the necessity of continuing to send 




Mr. Robert J. M:cCandlish, 
Attorney at Law, 
Fairfax, Virginia. 
JAMES KEITH. 
page 1 ~ In the Circuit Court of the County of Fairfax, 
Virginia. 
No. 3853. 
The City of Alexandria, a Body Corporate, Plaintiff, 
V. 
The Board of Supervisors of Fairfax County, Virginia; Rugh 
B. Marsh, Commonwealth Attorney for the County of Fair-
fax, Virginia ; G. W allaee Carper, Chairman; Robert H. 
Dye; E. C. Cheads; Arthur I. Shaffor; C. B. Runyon and 
Maurice vV. Fox, the Entire Board of Supervisors of Fair-
fax County, Virginia, Defendants. 
The a.hove-entitled cause came on for hearin~ before the 
Honorables Paul E. Brown, Walter T. McCarthy and .Jeff F. 
Walter, constituting tl1c Annexation Court dulv appointed 
for hearing said cause, at the Fairfax County (fonrt House, 
Fairfax, Virginia, at 10 :00. o'clock a. m., on Friday, the 26th 
day of :May, 1950. 
Appearances: On behalf of the Plaintiff: 
-.~ 
: I 
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V. ~,loyd "\Villfams, Esquire, City AttorJ1ey, City of Alex-
andria, and Horace H. Edwards, Esquire, Associate Counsel. 
On behalf of the Defendants: 
Hugh B. :Marsh, Esquire, Commonwealth Attorney, County 
of Fairfax, Virginia, and Robert J. McCandlisli, Jr., Esquire, 
Associate Counsel. 
page 2 ~ On behalf of Norman Cockrell, ·walter ,v. Cock-
rell, S. Cooper Dawson, and other Interested 
Parties: 
,vilson M. Farr, Esquire, and Hardee Chambliss, Jr., 
Esquire. 
On behalf of .M:ark and Catherine ,vinkler: 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esquire, and William W. Koontz, 
Esquire. 
page 3 ~ PROCEEDINGS. 
Judge Brown: All right, gentlemen. 
l\fr. McCandlish: If the Court please, we have a motion we 
would like to present; certain fiscal information from the City 
of Alexandria, and a motion and an order pursuant to that 
motion. 
Judge Brown: You have already filed the motion? 
Mr. McCandlish: Yes, sir. 
tludge Brown: Is that a copy? 
Mr. McCandlish: One is the order, and one is the motion. 
Mr. Marsh: I have a copy that I will pass up for the Judges 
to see. I would like to get it back, if I may. 
( Certain papers were passed to the Court.) 
.Judge Brown: Mr. "Williams, have you seen a copy of itf 
Mr. "Williams: I have seen a copy of it. f. 
No objection. if 
.M:r. Marsh: Is Mr. Edwards coming todiy? 
Mr. Williams: Mr. Edwards said that hif~ould be here . 
• Judge Brown: 1.\..t:r. I~dwards said- · .. f 
Mr. Williams: He indicated that he would be here, when I 
talkea with him. 
J'tulge McCarthy: You said there is 110 objection Y 
County of Fairfax v. ·City ·of Alexandria 11-5 
NI r. ,vmiams: I have no objection . 
. r udge McCarthy: You have, written on the bott<~m., 'r This 
cause is continued,'' and so forth. 
lmge 4 r .Are you going to continue it now to a certain date? 
Judge Brown: That gives them 30 days in which 
to furnish us-
J udg~ .McCarthy: Is that .all we are going to do this morn-
ing? 
Judge Br°''m : I don't know. 
lvlr. lfoCandlish: I assumed the Court would n."'\:·a date this 
morning. . 
,Judge McCarthy! I was talking about the language at 
the bot.tom, there. 
:Mr. McCandlish: \Ve can straighten that out. 
v.,r e can strike that out. All we want is an order, as far 
~ls we are concerned. 
Judge :McCarthy : All right. 
Strike that part out, and fix it to whatever it will he . 
• T udg·e Brown: You represent some of tl1e interveners 2 
l\fr. Chambliss: Yes, sir. 
We would like leave to file intervening petitions .. 
Those who have consulted Mr. Farr and I,-N orman Cock-
1·ell, S. Cooper Dawson and Walter W. Cockrell, and others 
will be coming in, in the same group wit11 them, and we would 
like leave to file intervening petitions between now and the 
,late set for hearing. 
l\fr. Koontz: We would also like leave to file an intervening 
petition. 
page 5} Judge Brown: Anybody else? 
Mr. Williams: Someone called me, and didn't give 
their naJne, an individual, and asked if they should be here 
this morning. I said they should, and should be represented 
by counsel, but in event they didn't have counsel here, I would 
u~k the Court for time,-I believe in the Falls Church mat-
ter the Court indicated a certain time for the filing 0£ inter-
·vening petitions.· 
Judge Brown: Vve dceidecl tlmn that we couldn't limit them; 
lmt. we did set a date to commence the 11earing, and suggested 
that tliey ·certai:i;it get them in before that time. 
}Ir. ,,rmiams t :Maybe they will appear later this morning . 
. Judge Brown!: 1The thing we have to do is to set some date 
nurl try to starfjfo. that date. 
The County ]fas answered? 
:Mr. Marsh: Yes, sir . 
• J ndge Brown: Do you have anything to suggest, as to time f 
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Mr. :Marsh: I have this suggestion, and want it a:s fa:r off 
as I can get it-
Judge Brown : This year, or next year! 
Mr. Marsh~ Frankly, I would suggest some time as near 
the middle of October, or that date, as we can get it. 
I "U.rill tell these gentlemen now that Mr. McCandlish and 
myself, together,-he has been appointed by the County to 
assist me in both of these cases, and we have got to 
page 6 ~ try the Falls Church case beginning the 19th of 
June; and it has been variously estimated that it 
will take from three or four weeks, to the middle of July, to 
finish that ease; and after we finish that case, we would like-
to have some time in which to rest, ancl also in which to pre-
pa re for tliis case .. 
Juqge· BrQwh: I understood Mr. Edwards to say that it 
would take three v{eeks in which to present .their side of the-
ca:se. 
Mr. Marsh: That is what I understood him to say. The 
various estimates of time, I gness, are just a guess; but that 
is what he did say . 
• Judge Brown: Do you have any idea, Mr. Williams, as to 
J10w long it will take to present your side'! 
Mr. Williams: We are trying to .figure it roughly along the 
lines of the Falls Church case,--say, thre·e or three and a 
lialf weeks . 
• Judge Brown : To present yonr part t 
Mr. Williams: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Marsh : If the Court please, I would like to hear from 
:Mr. Chambliss aud Mr. Farr, as to time. 
Mr. Chambliss·: October would suit us, if the Court please., 
Mr. Marsh: I mentioned October; but November would be 
all rigb.t. · 
Mr. Williams: As far as I am concerned, the middle of 
October is perfectly satisfactory. I cannot speak 
page 7 ~ for Mr. Edwards. I had hoped that he would be 
here by this time. · · 
I tllink the middle of October would be all right. · 
Judge Brown: There is only one thing- that cone.ems me. 
I don't think that ,Judge :McCarthy or Judge Walter, either 
one, are familiar with this situation: Th~re Iias been a posi-
tion filed here to have an election to change the County govern-
ment. That election will probably be called for the November 
General Election. 
Now, it seems to me that the outcome of this case might 
affect the qualiflca:tions of tl1ose that might ·be entitled to vote 
in that election .. 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 
Mr. Marsh: The Alexandria case f 
Judge Brown: The Alexandria-
Mr. "Williams: It wouldn't be effective until the first of the 
year,-at least, we wouldn't ask the Court to have the an-
nexation effective until the first of the year. 
Judge Brown: That is true; but the question might be 
raised of '' ,vbo is eligible to vote in that election,'' if you 
have an annexation suit pending at the time of the election. 
Nobody will know what people are affected or not affected by 
it. If the case is over, you will at least know what people are 
in the area that might be given to Alexandria. 
Mr. McCandlish: The time for app~al would not expire-
J ndge. McCarthy: You cannot presume what action will be 
taken. 
page 8 ~ Judge Brown: If the annexation case is over, you 
will know what will take place. 
tT udge McCarthy: As he says,-it would not go into effect 
until next year. 
That would be my view. 
Mr. Williams: I would hesitate to start later than the mid-
dle of October, because you might run into fiscal difficulties, 
if it takes until past the first of the year to have a determi-
nation. 
,ludg·e Brown: I don't think it should be later, but should 
be earlier. 
J udgc McCarthy: ·what do you have to say, Mr. Farr? 
l\fr. Farr: Very little. 
:M:r. vVilliams: Is the Court familiar with any other pend-
ing cases elsewhere in the State that would be set for approxi-
mately that timeT 
I know that :Mr. Edwards is interested in several others. 
,Judge Brown: Why don't we reeess and find out about thaU 
He might have gotten mixed up on his time. 
Mr. ·wmiams: I got a letter yesterday, and know that he 
is coming . 
• Tudge Brown~ He does have some othe1· cases. 
Judge McCarthy: Of that, I am sure. 
:Mr. Marsh: We certainly have one. 
Judge Brown : I know we have one. 
· He said something about having- one at Coving-
page 9 ~ ton. ·· 
Mr. l\foCaudlish: ,ve have a problem there. Tbat 
is a problem that has to be faced and that is why we ask for 
your advice in the case. If we can get a time wl1en he is not 
h1 a case, then we will probably be safe also. 
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Judge Brown: As I take it,-everybody is willing for the 
ease to be set in October-
(There was a chorus of assents.) 
Judge Brown: Then that is all we have to talk about to 
11:r. Edwards. 
Suppose you try to call him-
Mr. McCandlish: Phone him, or his office, and see if he 
llas left. 
Ml'. ·wmiams: I know he said that he would be here this 
morning. 
Judge Brown: ,ve ,vill wait for an hour., anyhow. 
(An extended recess was taken.) 
Judge Brown: There lias not been any p1at filed as yet? 
Mr. :McCandlish: No, .sir. 
J\fr. Marsh: ·we haven't any plat, yet. 
Mr. McCandlish·: Just a minute. I saw one here this morn-
ing, though . 
. Mr. :Marsh : ,v e do not have a plat, as ;yet. 
(Mr. Edwards entered and the)t was discussion 'io ..ff j~c 
record ) ·.1.,( · ·. ~l··· 
• ·~·· •..• ·-"(!,. 
page 10 ~ Mr. Edwards: May it~· .. se the Court, wtJJL 
considering the 17th of :i· .•.. ,. ber, which is a r :, ;r \ 
day; and I was thinking· of Tuesdit' · ,..· ·\9pen the case, ra ,. , ·-~,1. 
than a Monday, due to the fact tl~at/ · ay .is a day we :~ . ;: 
taken off, and we can have Monday· ~ ·_ of get in the S"\i ·· ~-
o~ things before we op.en on. a T1;1e ,- ·,~1 and Mr. ,villi .. ·· .,.,·1 ·:;:_ with whom I am assomated m tins'.. ?Ji savs that that · · · 
suits.him j and Mr. M~r~h and Mr. 1\-_·'_\ ___ .,,. ·--. dlish have indic 1'.'!_.--·' _ _);.:'., .. 
that 1t smts them, so 1t 1s up to the 91»£: ... , ·i .. J( 
. Judge M~Cartby: It wouldn't suit~~_ nyway, because !itt 
IS the Openmg day of OU l' term 0! C _ Jf'f_ 'tt1dt·'.: 
Judg·e Brown: DoeA that smt . -· \ltt,udge ·waltert ".tttjf 
Judge Walter : That is all rig·ht ~I me. ·X\l 
Judge Brown: Have you seen this .]\1J:r. Edwards? ::..)f 
~ : \1J 
(A document was passed to counsel.)" 't r~f· 
: . .~ L~· 
Mr. Edwards : ,v e a re discussing If ere part of the record 
which says that we shall furnish to the County the ratio of 
fair market value to assessed value, and I am sure the Court 
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appreciates tbe difficulty in making such a determination. 
Therefore, I believe that the experts that make that determi-
nation,-surely the pattern has been set in the Virginia Elec-
tric and Power Company case, before the Corporation Com-
mission, involving the assessment of utility property; and 
their determination was.made by taking all of the sal~s.over 
n given period of time,-. five years was used in that. ~se,-:-
and the tax on those sales indicated what the con-
page 11 ~ sideration was, and you relate that sale to the as-
sessment and come up with the answer to what the 
ratio is between fair market value .and assessed value; and, 
ii is a very difficult thing_ . . . 
"T udg-e Brown : Doesn't the .Assessor work ort some sort 
of a basis? 
Mr. Edwards: The Asses~or? 
J udg-e Brown : Yes. 
Mr. Edwards: He works on a basis of fair market value; 
but as you know, that is fix~d-
,Tudge Brown: As yol) know, there must be some yardstick 
l1y which they set those things .. 
Mr. Edwards: As to personal property, nobody knows 
that that is. Studies in the latest case that I know of show 
that it. runs around 15 to 18 cents. Those are the Staunton 
~;~ Russell studies; but. it is a very difficult thing to deter-
·
,.;~·?··.J.;t1···:·1.~ge Brown: II do ... i·J.i'.J.· think. the. personal property should l,~.iw-:there; because .. ~:l1appens to the personal property in 
,iQiA.f locality is that t, · ~ · ... pividual makes the assessment. 
:/i~r. Vlilliams: Tq~·,.1-1 ·.!··:t we can do is to make some s.ort of 
:·~}~. approximation. ;; ·'· ·> . . 
,t:-.~~r. Edwards: "\· 1 " · • nt to do wlmt the Court de~ires. 
\fj?udge Brown: .. : ~ifficulty. ean c~rtainly .be elim!nated, ~ 
:~!9,ause whatever a.,"'< . Jr you will arrive at will certamly be J 
· : !\1Jl: wrong. . -.,. ~ 
·-iiAJe 12 } Mr. M .:~<lplish: We have n-0 objection to that ~1 
~/:~:f.~~ at all. ~-·· ~ ,:.·:..
1
~~~5ff.f .. ~ udge Brown: if:····.".·\ s to me that the Assessor has some t 
·i)lt,sis upon which bf~ .'. make the assessments on real prop- 1 
> •• ,.Y.. i·v·m ·;te:(l\fr. Edwards: T 'Qi varies so-
ilJudg·e Brown: :t,'" aries ove1· the State, but should not 
~.ary in a city. L:. 1 • 
··: Mr. Edwards: I·· -on 't know why there would be anv d1f-
:ference, as far as I c~n see- . w 
'. ,Judge Brown: You have some counties where they make 
·-the assessment based on 100 per cent of the--
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Mr. Williams:. The Assessor's basis, as a practical thing·, 
is 50 per cent of the value; but whether that is 50 per cent 
of the fair market value-
Judge Brown: Whether he thinks it is 50 per cent of the-
fair market value-
Mr. Edwards : So many places, they use the 1940 basis,. 
and take a percentage of that as a base. 
Mr. Marsh: We don't know that yet. 
Mr. Edwards: I think we ought to have some guide to go 
by; whether yon mean that we should give you the :fig·ure thnt 
is on om; books· and say that we think that is 50 per cent of 
the value, or· g·o · out and compare sales prices and assessment 
JJrices., and'say that is the ratio indicated by these :findings,-
that is is thus and so. I think we ought to·know just what is 
expected of us. 
page 13 ~ Now, of course we would expect the same kind 
of information to be furnished us by the County,. 
on its ratio to assessed. 
Mr. Marsh: When you ask us for anything, we are going: 
to give it to you as best we can. 
Mr. Edwards: I want to point out the difficulties involved 
and ask what the Court would expect of us iu complying with 
the order. 
Mr. McCandlisb: In Fairfax County, if I g:o in and get a 
building permit here for $6,000, they put down the assessment 
of one-third, or $2,000. That .is the yardstick used here. Now, 
whether that is fair, or not fair valuation, that is up to tl1c-
Commissioner of t}rn Land Assessors. 
Mr. Edwards: We know tha.t is a joke. There is a vast 
difference betwe·en what the contractor will put down for the· 
value of a house .he is building, when he goes to get a permit,, 
and what the fair market value is .. 
Mr. McCandlish: Can yon change iU 
Judge Brown: Some people put down tbe retail value, an 
individual; whereas a contractor who is wise puts down some-
tiiing else; bnt that is not what we are asking for here. ·what 
we want to know is the ratio-
Mr. Williams: Fifty per cent of the value. That fa what 
it generaUy is. 
Mr. Edwards: If we can sav that-
Mr. ·wmiams = u" that is satisfactorv to vou. 
page 14 ~ Mr. McCandlilsb: That is all we want. . 
J ndge Brown: I still do not tTlink that the per-
sonal property enters into it. 
· Mr. Edwards: That is just our own estimate of what we· 
think our assessment ratio is,-if that complies with the 
Court o-rder. 
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I would like to broaden this order here so as to make it · 
a reciprocal exchange of information, as to what we will fur-
nish the County, and the County, in turn., will furnish the 
same type of information to the City. 
In lieu of that, if you gentlemen will agree to furnish us 
with that, it will not be necessary to tamper with this order. 
Vl e will take these gentlemen's words. 
Will that be acceptable to the Commonwealth Attorney'/ 
Mr. Marsh: Yes, sir. "\Ve will you give you whatever we 
can. 
I am sorry that we had to come in and ask for that order. 
We tried to get-talked to Mr. Williams about it-
Mr. Williams: I tried to get it, myself. 
Judge Brown : How do your orders run, in Alexandria T 
Mr. Williams: "\Ve have a calendar year. 
Judge Brown: And the County-
Mr. Marsh: June to .Julv. 
Judge McCarthy: Make it between July1 1947, and '48, or 
whatever it is, so we will not have any misunderstanding as 
to what you are asking for. . . 
page 15 ~ 1\fr. Edwards: Ours is from January, a calendar 
year; and theirs is from July. "\Ve want them com-
parable. 
Judge Brown: Suppose you draw an order for what you 
want, and we will g·et the information. Then, there will not 
be any question about it. 
1\fr. Edwards: All rig-ht. 
·wm you furnish the information, based on the memoran-
dum I gave you f 
Mr. Marsh: Draw an order and present it to the Court. 
Mr. Edwards: Will the C~urt indulge us while we prepare 
an order; 
( There was discussion off the record.) 
Judge Brown: Mr. ,vmiams, do you not have a perma-
nent Assessor? 
Mr. Williams: Yes, we do. 
~Tudg·e Brown: Go ahead and draw the order. ·we will 
recess for a while. 
You don't happen to have a plat with you, do you., of this 
proposed territory? 
Mr. Williams: I mav lmve one. 
,Judge McCarthy: You want to leave it like UiaU 
Mr. McCandlish: Yes, sir. 
Judge McCarthy: If you want to lea,1e it like that, that 
is all right with us, I am sure. 
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(A short recess was taken.) 
page 16 ~ Mr. Edwards: That is sub'stantially the infor-
mation requested by the County, with the excep-
tion on it; and Mr. McCandlish now wants to amend the order 
requested by the County. 
Mr. McCandlish: "\Ve have no objection to the order of Mr. 
Edwards. 
vVe would like this change to appear (indicating· on docu-
ment). Those are the changes. "\Ve just inserted the words 
'' general and school budget.'' 
l\Ir. Edwards: "\Ve changed the date from 30 days to 60 
days, feeling that the 1951 budget might not be ready witbiu 
30 days. 
Mr. l\farsh: It is readv. 
Mr. Edwards: It is? · 
Mr. 1v[arsh: Yes. 
Mr. Edwards: Then, could it be changed back to 30 days 
on the order 1 
Judge Brown: .You mean, the 1951-
Mr. Edwards: Yes. 
Mr. McCandlish: We don't like to impose on counsel any 
more than we can help, but Mr. Marsh and I feel that we 
should have the same years they have in theirs. 
,Judge Brown: What do you mean, "same years?" 
Mr. McCandlish: The point is, we g·o back to December, 
'48, and they go back to '46 in their order-
Juclge Brown: You lmve four years in here, is that right? 
Mr. McCandlish: That is Mr. Edwards'; and 
page 17 ~ Mr. l\farsh feels that we ought to have the same 
two years, in addition to the ones we have in the 
original order, for the fiscal years ended December 30, 1948. 
Judge Brown: You will have to agree on that. 
It is fair for one, and fair for the other. 
I hate to go through four years of bookkeeping·. 
Mr. Edwards: They are not printed? 
Judg·e Brown: They are not. 
Mr. Edwards: Are the budgets printed? 
Mr. Marsh: Yes . 
• Judge Brown: I hate to examine four years of books. 
Mr. Marsh: We will p;et them for you., at your expens~ 
Mr. Edwards: We would not ask you to do it for us-
Mr. Marsh: We can g·et it. 
Mr. McCandlish: This is the motion ( passing a document 
to the Court) . 
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Judge Brown: ]\fr. ,vmiams, here is your plat. Thank you 
very much. 
(A short recess was taken.) 
l\Ir. McCandlisb: If the Court please, in lieu of the order 
already signed, and here are the originals, we will present 
this, whicb I understand l\fr. Edwards has no objection to. 
Judge McCarthy : Do we sign these on the bottom line 2 
Judge Brown: This one (indicating). 
J\fr. McCandlish: And, you can tear the otb:ers up .. 
,Judge Brown: All rig·ht. 
page 18 } Mr. l\foCandlisb: That is the motion. 
Judge Brown-: Do you want that back? 
Mr. l\foCandlish: I would like to have that back, and a 
rcopy of the order .. 
,Judge Brown : There is no written motion in connection 
w·i th this at all? 
Mr. McCandlish: No, sir. 
Judge Brown: That date is now set for October 17tM 
Mr. Marsl1: Yes, sir. 
,Judge Brown: Do you have a transcript of the case in 
1942, the Falls Church case t 
Mr. Edwards: Mr. McCandlish has one, and I believe he 
will let me have it to copy. 
Judge Brown: Do you have a copy f 
Mr. l\ticCandlish: I cannot find it. 
Judge Brown : It is in the fib~ .. 
Mr. Marsh: I found the file on it. 
Judge Brown: I certainly read it. 
.T udge McCarthy: Frank Ball might have one. 
1\ir. Marsh : He might. 
,Judge McCarthy: Yes. 
Mr. Marsh: Do you have the Court of ... J\..ppeals-
Mr. Edwards: The ones I have, have been returned to the 
Clerk. · 
J udg·e McCarthy : I don't understand why they 
page 19 } are not in the papers-
Mr. l\foCandlish: In the original appeal! 
.,Judge Brown: It should have been there. 
Judge McCarthy: Wait a minute. Let's see. 
Frank Ball was in that case t 
Judge Brown: Yes. 
J\fr. Edwards: He was, and Donovan,-City Attorney of 
Falls Church; but he doesn't have a copy of the evidence then. 
There were some stipulations.. 
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Judge Brown: Everybody had copies of the transcript, it 
was written up every day. 
Mr. M:cCandlish: He had one, and we had one, and the-
Court had one. 
Judge McCarthy: Three copies of the record t 
Mr. McCandlish: Yes, sir. 
Judge McCarthy: I may have one., then .. 
Judge Brown: I might say, why not inquire of Senator 
Rall, because be was very active in that case Y I do not 
imagfoe I would ever be able to find it, though. 
You loo~ agai;n, Mr. :M.arsh. 
Mr .. Marsli: · · .I am going to lookr 
,Judge Bro.,vn: I also had a copy, Mr. Marsh; if it is there .. 
Mr. Edwards: Did he, or does the Court have any prefer-
ence about the daily transcript t 
Judge Brown: To be furnished the Court 1 
page 20} Mr. Edwards: To be furnished the Court. 
Judge Brown: Do you want daily transcript of 
the testimony¥ 
Judge McCarthy: "\Ve have been in the Danville case now,. 
for four weeks, and we have had the transcript furnished in 
the afternoon, of what takes place in the morning, every day; 
and the next morning, we get the transcript of whatever took 
place in the afternoon of the preceding day. 
I do not know what the other judges did, but I think that 
I have looked at it about .five times, out of the four weeks. 
Mr. Edwards: I asked about another case, and they, the 
judges, said that they had been in a number of cases but did 
not remember having them furnish it a sing·lc time. 
If the Court has no preference, we, as attorneys.~ will agree 
whether we want it for onr own use, or not .. 
vVe thought if the Court wanted it, we would comply with 
the Court's wishes,-whatever your wish may be .. 
Judge Brown: How do you propose to do iU 
Mr .. Edwards : Using much the same system yon just re-
f erred to. In our Falls Church case, we plan to have a tran-
8Cript available by six o'clock each evening, of the proceed-
ings of that morning,-primarily for the use of the attorneys .. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: I wonder if it would be useful f · 
Judge McCarthy: If you start out on a plan, it has to be 
continued¥ 
page 21 ~ Mr. McCandlish: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Marsh: I think it makes a difference, so far 
as the court reporter is concerned-the set-up would be dif-
ferent .. 
Judge McCarthy : I can understand that. 
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:M:r. Edwards: Judge Brown, would you like to wait for 
the experience in the Falls Church case, and see whether you 
think it is worth while f 
Judge Brown: In the Falls Church case, you were plan-
mng-
Mr. Marsh.: We were planning on doing it in that case. 
Judge Brown: As far as I am concerned, if I had a cop1 
once a week, that would be enough becauee I do not think I 
would look at it every night. 
Mr. Edwards: I am afraid you and I, Mr. :Marsh, are not 
going to g·et by as luckily as that. 
Judge Brown: You all can remember all of the pertinent 
things. 
Judge McCarthy: There is a hig·h degree of compensation 
involved there., too. 
Judge Brown: I don't know how Judge Miller and Judge 
Alexander will feel about it; but, I don't know-
Mr. Marsh: We have already arranged for the Falls 
Church case. 
Mr. McCandlish: Yes. ·we have already arranged for 
that. 
Judge Brown : vVell, we will see how it works out. 
:Mr. Edwards: I don't think we will have you gentlemen 
sitting as a Court between now and that date, so I 
page 22 ~ would like to know what the Court's plans would 
be, as far as hours of sitting are concerned, and 
daysf 
Judge Brown: As far as I am concerned, we can go along 
on the regular hours. I don't know how Judge Alexander 
and Judge Miller feel. 
l\fr. Marsh: This Court? 
Judge Brown : On this Court. 
I think, in the Falls Church case, we will try to make it 
10 to 4 :30-we tried to before, as I remember. I do think 
that we went over, some of the time. ;;: 
,Judge McCarthy: ,ve have been going from 10 to about 5, 
or w11enever you get to a g-ood breaking point. 
,Judge Brown: It is Daylight Savings Time. 
Mr. ·wmiams: By tlmt time, we will be buck on Standard 
Time. 
Mr. l\farsh: ·when does it change? 
. Judge McCarthy: There will be no Court on Satm·day. 
Mr. Edwards; No Court on Satmday. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: I certainlv do not want to be in on 
Saturdays. .. 
Judge McCarthy: How about you, Judgef 
!•': 
,· 
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,T udge Walter: Ten to 5,-five days a week. 
Judge Brown: That is all rig·ht with me. 
Judge McCarthy: Can I ask a question f 
At Danville, and I understand they did the same 
page 23 ~ thing at Portsmouth,-tl1cy had a bus and the 
Court took a view, on the first day, of everything 
that was to be seen, a.nd everybody went, the attorneys and 
the Court and the witnesses; and the advantage of that is if 
you are trying to go in !-"-leveral automobiles, somebody always 
g·ets lost; whereas, if you have them in a bus, you can keep 
them in an enclosed space, and together. 
vV e took a view of Charlottesville, ancl also took one a.t 
Danville, and l recommend the bus to you. 
Mr. Edwards: That h:: a policy tlmt we followed in the 
Chesterfield case, to put everybody in a bus and run them 
around. 
The Court there did not want to go the first day. They 
preferred to g·o at some other time during the trial, but it 
seems to me that it would be all right to g·o the first day, if 
you prefer that. Then, they will be able to identify what the 
experts are ref erring to, as the testimony goes in. 
Judge McCarthy: After.Jhey make an opening.statement, 
then we could take a view. I think that would be better. 
You will agree on a g-reat deal of the evidence, will you not? 
:Mr. Edwards: We hope to. 
Judge McCarthy: Good speed to you. 
Mr. McCandlisb: There will be a question in g·etting all 
the witnesses into one bus. 
Judge McCarthy: I did not mean the· engineers 
page 24 ~ and auditors and so forth. vVe didn't have all of 
them. 
Mr. Marsh: You sa:y they did that each clay, or just the 
one dayY 
Judge McCarthy: One day. 
,Judge Brown: One is cnougl1. 
1\fr. Marsh: I misuncler8tood. 
Judge McCarthy: ,v e took two days at Danville, I remem-
ber. 
Mr. Edwards: I should think that this would be relativelv 
limited., and I belieev that we could do it easilv in a half o·f 
a day. ., 
Mr. Williams: Nearly all points are accessible by trans-
portation. 
Judge Brown: I imagine they will do that in the Falls 
Church case, too. 
Mr. Edwards: vVe shall arrange for transportation f 
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v .Judge Brown~ Yes. 
.Mr. Marsh: Is that the duty of the City, to arrange for iU 
Mr. Marsh: If the Countv cannot .afford it. 
Mr. Marsh : We can get the school buses. 
Judge McCarthy: ·what happened at Danville: The City 
furnished the bus and showed what they wanted to show; 
-cmd then the County took the bus, and, I suppose, paid for it 
from that point ·011,---.and showed what they wanted to ·show. 
And, I might say, the pictures were not the same. 
Mr. Marsh: I ~an imagine s-0. 
pag·e .25 } Judge Brown: I gue·ss that will .be all f.or the 
day. 
(vVhereupon, at 12 :15 o .,cloc1{, P. lVL, t11e Court ·stood in 
reeess until Tuesday, Octobet1.· 17., 1950, at 10 :00 o'clock A. M.) 
Presented Jan. 29, 1951. 
PAULE. BROWN 
Tendered and signed January 29 . , 1951.. 
PAULE. BRO.WN 
Judge 
LAW NO. 3853. 
Fairfax, Virginia, 
Tuesday, October 17, 1950. 
The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the 
Honorable Judges Walter :.F'. McCarthy, Jeff F. Walter, and 
Paul E. Brown, sitting as an Annexation Court, in Uie Co1nt-
]1ouse at ~.,airfax, Virginia, at ten o'clook a. m. 
A ppearanees : V. Floyd Williams, Esq., and Horace H. Ed-
wards, Esq., for the City of Alexandria. 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esq., and vV. W. Koontz, Esq., repre-
senth1g B. M. Smith, Trustee; Duke-Shirley Terminal Inc.; 
Shirley Hills Development Corp.; Randolph, Et Al.; Mark & 
Catl1e1·ine C. Winkler; and Residents and freeholders of 
Dowden Terrace Subdivision. 
Hugh B. Marsh, Esq., and Robert J. McCandlish, 
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James B. Keith, Esq.,. Representing 570 Intervenors in Area 
sought to be annexed. . 
Robert ~,. Davis, Intervenors outside of area sought to be-
annexed. 
PROCEEDINGS. 
Judge Brown: As I understand it, you all have agreed that 
we will take this bus ride the first thing this morning. 
Mr. McCandlish: The1·e are some petitioners and inter-
venors that would like to file their petitions before we go, 
on the bus. ride. 
Judge Brown: Is there any objection to the filing. of ;any 
of these 0l 
Mr. \V,iHia!118: No. "\Ve have some petitions also. 
Mr. :McChndlish: If the Court please, I would like to ir,fro-
duce Mr. Robert F. Davis, of the District of Columbia Bar,. 
·who is representing some citizens in the Pinecrest aucl 
\¥ eyanoke areas, not in the area sought to be annexed, ;md 
he has a petition he would like to file on behalf of those citi-
zens and participate with us in the trial of the case.. 
,Judg·e Brown: Do you have Virginia cow1sel associated 
with vou t 
Mr: :McCandlish: I am associated with l'fr. Davis. 
Mr. Davis: If the Court· please, I have he1·e a 
page 3 ~ petition that I would like to file, or rather, a series 
of some four petitions, all stapled together. ,ve-
used the same heading over and over again so we could get 
our names on these petitions expediently. 
Tl1ere are 210 names,. or 215 names, on this petition and 
I bnve a copy for cow1sel from Alexandria. I would like-
to file that, if I may, with the Court. 
Judge Brown: Just give it to the Clerk. That is all in 
the Pinecrest area t 
:Mr .. Davis: They are not all in the Pinecrest area .. So~ 
of tliem are in the Lincolnia area and some of them are in 
the "\\r eyanoke area. They all border on the area to be an-
uexed, and the objection is to the annexation of any territory 
west of Shirley Highway. 
So far as our people are concerned, we are not particularly 
affected by the annexation of territory east of Shirley High-
way, but once yon cross Shirley Highway they would pick up 
Lincolnia School, where there are some 420_students, of which 
107 live in the annexed area if Alexandria gets what they 
want, and 213 live outside of the area that Alexandria pro-
poses to annex, and that is what we object to. 
l ht\v'3 prepar~d an Q1-1de.r 1;rmking qs parties defendant to 
this litigation and permitting us to file an answer! I would 
lik(3 t9 giv~ that to the QJ~r}f &nd ,is}{ th(} Oou:rt to approve it. 
Judge Brown: It will have to b~ signed first. 
page 4 ~ Judge Brown: N 9w tlwr~ axfl S9Ille. other inter-
vening petitio11~rs 1 
l\{t•. Ma11sh ~ That is all l lnww of at this tirm~. 
Mr. Koonti ~ You11 Ho,101', gn bellalf of th~ following pe-
titiqn~-1-1s, l woilld like to fil~ th~ p~titio~a of Mai1lr Winkler and 
Oatherine 0, vVinldor; the petition Qf J\fory :a. &indolph, 
Richt1.rd B. ;Ra1idolph, Willianl B~ Rtmclolph, J Qhll Lewi~ Em1-
<lol ph, and Robertson Randolph Cr•onq the petition qf Shirl~y 
Hills Development Oo1'poi1ati011 i t4e pl;ltitioP of the Dt1ke"" 
ghirle.y Terminal, Inc.; the petition of B. M. Smith, Trustee, 
and some thirty residents of Dowden Terrace Subdivision 
whicl1 is in the area proposed to be ain1e~ed, ,ind ~m:ne thh:ty 
resi{l.ents of Dowden Tenace Sh,.1bd,ivtsi011 which is outside of 
th~ HNA proposed to be a.1me4ed, wlw are &sldng that tb.eir 
freeholds be included wit4in. th~ amw4~d territory. 
Judge Brown: Are thes~ 9tJiE:m1 in favQf of anne~atiou or 
oppo~ed 1 
lV{ r. Koontz: .A,.11 of these Q..t1e ill favor of anne~atio:n. 
Mr. l\1:l.l,rsh; The only thing we wol.lld. lik.a to ~ay at this. 
timo, if the Qo-µrt please, is that !fr. Koontz ha$ not given 1lEi u 
list of the names of the peopl~ that h~ r~presents and WQ 
would like to luiv~ him furp.i~h that, and let that b~ a eQn-
dition p11ecedeut to his filing tho petition . 
. Judge B.11own: Does tl10 p~tition show that? 
Mr, Koo11t~; Just tbe Qrigiual, youi· Honor. 
pag•e e> ~ Mr. Marsh: The cQpy giv~n us does not! 
~fr, Koontz: vVe will b~ ghid to f1imish thmrn 
names. 
Mi. Minsh; We would lil,e to havQ it as soon as we conld. 
1\h't vVilliarn$ ~ As tt nuittf;!l' of c.ou.rte&y, we would like tho 
simw thh1g fror.n the Coi1nty~ 
1\!(r, :Marsh; I thought l\ifr, Pavis gav~ you a copy. 
M1-. ·wmiams: Some of theli!e arq in writi:µg which is almo13t 
illegible, I tbini{ we Rhollkl lwve a tnmwritten copy. 
Mr. McCandliah; Ve11y Wf3ll. 
J\f P~ "\ViHittnis: The11 ~ is 110 reiuwn why th~se petiti011s should 
be helq -µp until we get oopitl~, We ar~ willing that they file 
theirs µow ttild nt their convenience, which we lwpe will be 
qniQkJy, fm,n.ish copif:Hil; we will do tlw same thing for the:rn. 
Mr. J.viarsb; l didn ?t nsk that it not be allowed to be filed. 
I jµst nf.lked J\,bl, Ko011tz to givo tbe Co1irt those names. 
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Ml'. Koontz: .Very well, then go ahead and file them this 
morning. 
})age 6 ~ Judge Brown: Do you have orders in connection 
with yours? 
Mr. Koontz: I will submit those orders. 
l\Ir. McCancllish: There is one document that the Couuty 
dm:ires that is felt by the City of Alexandria to be confi-
dential. The minutes of the council for February 10, 1950, 
8how that there was furnished to the City Council of Alexan-
dria n report on annexation by R. Stewart Royser and Asso-
eiates. vVe would like to have au order, if need be, to have us 
furnished with a copy of that. It was· furnished to the City 
Com1cil and therefore we feel it is a public recor dand not any 
privileged document. For that reason we would like to have 
a copy of it.. 
Mr. Edwards: May it please the Court, we will have a copy 
h~ the Courtroom, if, and as he intends to use it, we will then 
m·gne it. ,·v e think that it is a privileged communication but 
·we ~ee no point of arguing it now. ··. 
:Mr. McCandlish: We want it now, if the Court pleases. 
vVe don't want it when the question of admissibility ··;comes 
up. Maybe we won't want to introduce it in evidence, bµt we 
. do feel it is a document which is a public record and we'.liiat.e 
a rig-ht. to see it if we .desire .to do so and we will, of c~f.rf! 
applr for a subpoena 1f that 1s necessary. ·:,}: t~ 
1'I r. vVi1liams: May it please the Court, it is not a ·p,tl.b · .! 
document. It was not introduced at a public seish{' 
page 7 ~ and individual councilmen were given a copy, n_ ~ ··: 
go to the public, and I would submit it is in:)f ' ... · 
nature of an argumen~ or report, or anything of tlm! n~!'ije 
that counsel on any side of the case may have. It 1s n.c>.:ir~ 
publie record at all. It is merely that the Council sta.l¢d 
in executive session that they did receive this report I(~.i~ 
confidential then. It was not given to the press and cou\1@ 
wero instructed to protect and keep their own copy. ,ve fe~i.t 
!s like an-r lawyer's n.otes or brief or report or fact he u~ 
m preparmg or studymg· a case. #~: 
Judge Brown: ,v ell, what is this report? Is it in the natl.we 
of a report 011 the feasibility of annexation Y -:.f': 
l\fr. ·williams: That is, in general terms, correct. The.$,'e 
expe1·ts went out and made estimates and studies and surveys 
and so forth, and they left certain questions unanswered, 
raised certain questions and submitted that for the co~-
dentia] information of the Annexation Committee in .Alex-
andria and of the City Councilmen. No one else other than 
that group knew what it was about. 
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.Judge Brown: vVhen was thfa submitted, in February f 
Mr. Williams : Yes. 
Judge Brown: Before the aimexation suit was filed 7 
Mr. Williams: Yes. 
i\lr. Marsh: I don't know what the-
Mr. Edwards: Prior to the annexation suit. I 
page 8 ~ know that. . 
lVIr. Marsh: It is one of or part of the studies 
you were using in connection with the annexation suit. 
Mr. ·Williams: That is true, but we use all kinds of studies 
in connection with the annexation snit, and just because we 
used them doesn't mean they are available to the defense any 
more than all vour studies are available to us. 
:Mr. Marsh: ··we have not failed to give yon anything you 
a:,;ked us for, not a thing. 
Judge .Brown: The Court does not feel that you are en-
titled to that any more than they would be entitled to any 
-Hurvey~ made by your engineers or expert witnesses. 
ir r. ·candlish: -V-l e would like to note an exception. 
}Ir. J\iarsh: If the Court please, I wrote each member of 
the Cct.11rt and sent Mr. Edwards a copy of the letter. I would. 
like tf take this matter up now. 
Slt_tliappcns that the Governor of Virginia appointed me 
a$' o~.- of the Board of Visitors to Mount Vernon. Its an-
iit~al;Ni.sitation is on the 26th of October. I would have to 
1\~ve~'here at 1 0 'clock. 
~;, •. ,~lge Brown: ·w~at day of the week is thaU . . 
·), ... \~;. Marsh:· That is 0!1 a Thursday .. Of c~urse I thmk it 
i~1 ... y, dutv to be here m an annexation smt as Common-
,t:j,th's Attorney. . ·. . , 
·\~; Judge Brown: If it is a good good I don't tbmk 
11ijt~~:-: 9 } the Court would have any objection. 
-;_.\/:''1'°".·· :Mr. Marsh: I must let them know whether I can 
H~Lere at that time. 
t~ilJudge Brown: It is permissible for you to leave on that 
~\r. 
~~)Ir. Marsh: We have, if it please the Court, .another .problem 
a~f>ut days off. Our en~meer, Mr. Mattern, is committed for 
Mtmday, October 23, 19n0, and we would rather that that day 
u:6.t be used. 
_'·.·~Junge Brown: The whole day7 
\Mr. Marsh: Yes, sir. We feel that he is material so far 
:is} we are concerned and should be present at all the hear-
ings, and he cannot be here that day. 
:Mr. McCandlish: The Court will recall that in the otlaer 
case Mr. Edwards had a pressing engagement before the 
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City Council in Richmond, and for that clay the Court did 
agree not to hold court. 
,Judgo Brown: That is true. He was counsel in that case·. 
Couldn't we have the testimony of the enginee11 wdtten up 
and just go over that testimony that day! 
Is that this oomiug MondayY 
Mr. Edwards: I understand we would raise no objection. 
·we arc not resisting what thoy say. 
Judge Brown: I hadn't thought it would be at a 
page 10 ~ time when you were putting on your own case-,-No,. 
they will be putting 011 their case. 
\Ven, Mo:uday is not so bad, because Judge vValter has to 
come over·liei'e.from Accomac, and being the first part of t.lw· 
weak, iha1r~way he can stay at home without any difficulty. 
But where it is in the middle of the week, it makes it p11\tty 
bad. I say Monday would be all right 
Do I unde1•stand you. want a half day or a whole day? 
Mr. ~fors.h: No, I just want to laave here &t 1 o'clock. But 
I will say this. If the case is to coutinue, tben I won't go. 
Judge Brown t All I want to know is if yon want a whole 
day or a balf day. 
::Mr. :Marsh: I would like to leave the ooul'troom at 1 o 2cJock'" 
hut if the case is to continue, I won't go to Mount Vernon, be-
cause I think it is n1y duty to stay here while the Co1ll't is 
going 011. . 
Judge Brown: You go ahead and go to Mount Ve1'11on. 
Now, is there anything else before this 11ide ! 
Mr, Mc Candlish: No, sir; not from tllia side. 
~Tnclge. B1,own: Alexandria has a complaint to make about 
the TJus you frrmished last time. It was pretty rough. 
}fr. M.oCandlisb: They furnish the bus, if Your Ho11or 
please. ,ve just pay half of the expenses, Mr. Willi&ms fur-
nished the bus. 
page 11 ~ Mr. Edwards: 1N e had an unden1:anding abon1 
the gentleman from Washington furnishing~ copies 
of petitions. We haven't had an understanding with M1•. 
Kt.\ith. We would like a copy of his petition. 
Judge BI'Own: T11at hus alrr.ady been filed. 
Mr. Edwai•da: Yes, but we have. :pot been fui·Irlshed a copy 
of it. ·will the gentleman do thaU 
l\fr. Keitli: Reluctantly. · 
(At 10 :50 o ,clock the Oonrt, oouuseJ and interested parties 
proceeded by bus on a tour of Alexandria and the area pro-
posed to be annexed, stopping at the Ol ty Hall, the City ,Jail, 
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the City Police Station, and the Health Center, returning· to 
the Courthouse at 4:20 o'clock p. m.) 
page 12 ~ 
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LAW NO. 3853. 
Fairfax, Virginia, 
Thursday, October 19, 1950. 
The above-entitled matter came on for further hearing be-
fore the Honorable Judges ·walter F. :McCarthy, Jeff W. 
·w alter and Paul E. Brown, sitting as an Annexation Court, 
in the Courthouse at Fairfax, Virginia, at 10 :20 o'clock a. m. 
Appearances: V. Floyd Williams, Esq., Horace H. Edwards, 
Esq., and Olin Rogers, for the City of Alexandria. 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esq., and ,v. ,v. Koontz, Esq., repre-
~P.nting- B. M. Smith, Trustees; Duke-Shirley Terminal, Inc.; 
Shirley Hills Development Corp.; Randolph, Et Al.; :M:ark & 
Catherine C. ·winkler; and Residents and Freeholders of Dow-
den Terrace Subdivision. 
page 13 ~ Hugh B. Marsh, Esq., and Robert J. McCandlish, 
Jr., Esq., for the Board of Supervisors of Fairfax 
Countv. . 
,fames B. Keith, Esq., Representing 570 Intervenors in .Area 
sought to be Annexed. · 
Robert F. Davis, Intcrvenors outside of Area sought to be 
Annexed. 
PROCEEDINGS. 
( The following proceedings were had in the J ndges' cham-
bers:) 
Judge Brown: ,,re were just discussing this motion which 
is practically the same motion which was made in the Falls 
Church case. It seems to us that it would save considerable 
tim<~. You all can make this motion so far as we are con-
cerned, but we will just withhold any argument on it until 
the evidence is in, because we have to have some evidence be-
fore we can even decide the motion. 
:Ur. McCandlish: It has been agreed among counsel that 
the documents creating the Sanitary District and the bonds, 
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the documents to issue the school bonds and county building 
bonds may be put in without proof, and ,ve were prepared to 
do that before we argued the motion, but if the Court feels----,-
,fodge Brown: .. Won't you be in the same position you were 
in in the other case, in arguing the motion at this 
page 14 ~ stage of the trial and again renewing it at the end 
of the hearing J 
Mr. McCandlish: That is on the assumption that the motion 
is not favorably ruled upon. 
Mr. Keith: vVe think we can make a stronger case than was 
made in the Falls Church case. 
Judge :McCarthy: "\,Ve think you are wasting time. We. 
don't mind your showing the motion in the record, but we 
have all been over the motion in here and we would rather 
rule on it at the end, and unless you all want to go ahead 
nnd iwgue it, that is our feeling about it. 
l\lr. McCandlish: If that is your feeling, we wish ~o put 
our exception in the record to the ruling of the Court that 
they will not hear argument on the motion at this tim&·, and 
then ·we will proceed. ;} 
. Judge :McCarthy: .1Vait a ~~nute. I don't want to be .if1aced 
rn auy purely techmcal pos1t1011. :J\ ·. 
~fr. McCandlish: It has already been indicated to "Qj t J 
the Court is not going to pass on it, and of courseHh 'G 
would be nothing to except to then. I would naturally,:··' }t} 
those. condit~ons, have to withdraw my exception, b~ .. ~~ 
then~ 1 s notlung to except to. '.r..}:~ . 
Mr. :Marsh: We do not want to be in the position of c l~,. · ;· 
befo1·e the Court of Appeals and having them question wh' ~ ... ~~F 
f ·1 d th t· .. ·t•· ... ,.\ a1 e to argue e mo 1011. ·:·Y1/f~ 
pt1ge 15 ~ Mr. McCandlish: We would at this time lik!ldliij.-~. 
introduce the exhibits and let the City proceed .... ,, .J. 
b . t t· =, )J t err es 1mo11y. ·j:'·;f :i.;t· 
Judge Brown: Which exhibits are those? ' .;.tJ; 
Mr. McCandlish: Those are the exhibits creating the S~ld't 
ta ry District, issuing the bonds and the prospectus, the ord~~'.~ 
to lm ve the election and confirm the election in the school bqtt(f{ 
issue and the county bond issue. It would just take a lot?~ 
time to prove them, and coµnsel for the City have agr~~l' 
that there is no necessity for further proof in the matter.1( 
l\ir ... Williams: Did you draw a stipulation with regard td 
the ordinance! You might tell the Court at this time that: 
we have stipulated that the ordinance was validly passed an'd' 
in due form in all respects with the exception that they did 
question the legality of certain portions of it. 
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J\fr. McC.andlish: We question the validity of the ordinance, 
l)ut not that it was validly adopted. 
Mr. Marsh: "\Ve want the record to distinctly show that 
we do not stipulate that the ordinance is valid. We do not 
think the ordinance is valid. 
Judge Brown: Is there anything else you all want to put 
in here quickly! 
Mr. McCandlish: Tl1at is all. 
Mr. vVilliams: There are certain other figures we stipulated 
to but they will come out as we go along.· ·. 
page 16 ~ Mr. McCaudlish : We thought as we went along; 
since there is no argument on them, we can let them. 
go in by agreement. 
Judge Brown: You say you all want a few minutes to get 
something lined up f 
Mr. Williams: Yes, a couple of maps. 
Mr. Edwards: Do I understand that there is no dispute be-
tweep us as to whether this ordinance was passed in aceord-
ance:.with provisions of the statute as to meets and bounds, 
requtred vote by the council, and setting forth the other re-
(111il·r~ents iu the statute Y 
.. lVIj~ Marsh: Let me get with my boys on that. I am op-
~~secl'. to any such stipulation, but I will talk with them. 
ti ~1 ~t Mr. McCandlish: I am perfectly willing to stipu-
,~,./>iilr."i ..17 } late in that connection, and I think that Mr. Marsh 
ri·. ,< is. Mr. Marsh's· only feeling is-and I think he is 
. . ·· ):1-that he does not want to put himself in the position 
.:~ ·: ·.: .···ving approval to the order as being valid. We only want 
{;<,, ~'1:ipulate that it was legally adopted, that is it was read 
:\~pt:_ · any times before the Council and passed by the Council 
-~'ii~ that the nieets a.nd bounds were proper, and that it was 
·~y(;lrtised properly. "'\Ve are perfectly agreeable to that. 
7:~~}M 1:. Edwards: And that the se.rvice was made on the persons 
· .. %,tsr1:nred by th~ statute to receive a copy. 
::?.R~ r. McCaudhsh:. vVe are perfectly agreeable to that. 
\ti:t;.,Mr. Marsh: I thmk the record shows that. 
·~))~-0\fr. McCandlish: But we do not want to put ourselves 
~;):ij":; the position of saying that the order complies with the 
}*-fjttnte beyond that point. . . 
}i''.Mr . .Marsh: ,ve do not think that the ordmance as passed 
·.¢omplies with the statute in connection with annexation. We 
··t11ink t11at tl1e ordinance of the Oity of Alexandria is not valid. 
,tt does not comply with the statute in certain aspects. · 
Judge Brown: Can't you take all of that up when they in-
troduce the ordinance in evidence, or aren't they going to 
introduce iU 
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Mr. Williams: We had decided not to on account of the stipu-
lation. Most of his argument with respect to the-
page 18 ~ legality of the ordinance is raised in connection with 
the evidence . 
• Judge Brown: It seems that the ordinance ought to be part 
of the evidence. 
M 1·. McCandlish: If the Court please, I think it will be 
simple if we do it this way: 
In. Paragraph 1 or the answer,. we deny that the ordinanct~ 
was validly adopted by the Council,. that the notice was pub-
lished as required by law, and so forth. We can waive that. 
In the second paragraph of the answer, we say we deny that 
the meets and bounds are proper. We can strike that. 
Then we will reserve the right to continue the balance of' 
the attack of the answer. That seems to solve the problem,. 
because it has certainly been my problem all the time, and it i::; 
still my feeling that there is no point in going into how it was 
adopted by the Council and how it was published. 
l\fr. "Williams : In other words,. counsel on both sides felt 
they could save· an how· and a half of time by having this stipu-
lation, and not having· the minute book and clerk up here. 
J ndge l\~Carthy: Well, it is not confusing to me. I nnder-
sland the situation. 
page 19 ~ Mr. Edwards : I can nndersta11d the confusion or 
)he Court, in that we say the ordinance has been 
validly pissed and yet it is not valid. 
Jndge McCarthy: I understand; I don't have any confusion 
in mv mind. 
M;. Marsh: ~ery well 
,Judge McCarthy : I just hope nobody else does. 
Judge Brown: Are yo11 all ready, thenf 
page. 20 ~ Mr. Edwards: I am not certain now where· we 
stand on it, what we have agreed to. I think in 
t.hc Ifglit of what has been said here we better reduce it to onr 
own writing, so I will know what we are doing and Mr. Wil-
liams will know what we are doing, and so that the Court will 
know. 
l\fr. Uarsh: My thought is, to save any confusion, you I1ad 
bettor go ahead and prove your case. 
Mr. Edwards : That is not in accordance with our agreement 
in the office, but it is a simple thing to do, and if the Court 
wiH indulge me we can bring the keeper of the rolls, ancl-
,Judg·e Brown:. They do not require that you bring all those 
things in~ _ 
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Mr. McCandlish : No, I do not think there has been any 
misunderstanding on that score. But you said that we agreed 
that the ordinance complied with the statute. 
Mr. Edwards: You get your paper from which you read 
at the time we agreed in the office, and read that into the 
record. That suits us. 
tT udge McCarthy: The agreement they are making is very 
much like the Episcopal Service. They agree that this ordi-
nance has been passed but you have done those things you 
ought not to have done and left undone those things which 
you ought to have done and there is no health in you. · 
:Mr. McCandlish: vV e waive these objections in 
page 21 ~ those two parag·raphs. 
Mr. Edwards: Read it. 
Mr. McCandlish: This is paragraph 1 of the answer filed 
on behalf of the County. In paragraph 1 we state that ''this 
respondent has no notice of the adoption of the ordinance set 
out in said notice of motion for order authorizing annexation 
and calls for strict proof that said ordinance was ever legally 
or officially adopted, or that said notice of motion and ordi-
nance were properly published in a newspaper as required 
bv law." 
· And we would hereby waive any proof on that paragraph. 
Paragraph 2 of the answer: ·' Tbis respondent has no 
knowledge of the sufficiency or accuracy of the meets and 
bounds description of the territory sought to be annexed, and 
calls for strict proof thereof;'' 
··we hereby waive proof of the second paragraph of tho 
answer. 
Mr. Marsh: That is as far as we want to go. 
Mr. Edwards : That is o. k. 
}Ir. McCandlish: I think that is all as far as they want 
us to go. 
page 22 ~ ( There was a short recess.) 
~Ir. Marsh: If the Court pleases, yesterday, or the day 
before-I have forgotten which-since this case started, one 
of the citizens in the County who lived outside of the area 
sought to be annexed left in the office a petition signed by n 
number of residents outside of the county. I Jmve caused 
copies to be made for the other side., and I would like to file 
that this morning. 
Mr. Edwards: Do vou mean outside of the annexed arcn? 
Mr. Marsh: Yes. in the County, but outside of the area 
sought to be annexed. 
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Judge Brown: Did you draw an ordcrt 
Mr. Marsh: No, sir, but I will. 
l\fr. McCandlish: Before the City starts its case, if the 
Court pleases-
Judge Brown: Are you going to take care. of this order? 
Mr. Marsh: Yes, sir. Can I prepare it and present it to 
the Court in the morning? 
Judge Brown: All rig·ht. 
Mr. Koontz: Your Honor, we would like to file an amended 
intervening petition for B. :M. Smith, Trustee. In the origfoal 
petition filed we inadvertently left out some 33.4 acres be-
longing· to B. M. Smith, Trustee, situa ~cl along· 
page 23 ~ the western border of the Shirley High ·-,;so we 
have amended the petition to include th •·:. acres. 
Judge Brown: All rig·l1t. ~4: 
Mr. Marsh, do Mr. Farr and l\fr. Chambliss repre '". hese 
peoplef _ 
Mr. Marsh: No, sir. That is the way it was prep. ".,.,~: and 
~iancled. to us. If the Court cares to. strike tl1a t par!·. · .. _~_:·i.t, it 
1s all right. ·. ·~r, 
Judge Brown: I don't know tlrnt this amounts t ~ }peti-
tion to intervene, does iU It is more of a petition .• uest-
ing them to represenJ the~n,.is1~'t iU }t71t ;: .. 
Mr. Marsh: I believe it 1s, 1f the Court pleases. i.:.: .,; t;· 
Judg·e Brown: ·wm you all agree tbat you represe>
1 
·• . c · f 
Mr. Marsh: Suppose I withdraw that. Frankl'. , ·e· 
Court pleases, Mr. Brookfield left it in the office and I; .~: t 
talk with him. It was one Mr. Farr and Mr. Chamblic .··e.1 
pared and probably I had better withdraw it and tal .. · · · · 
Mr. l\foCandlish and Mr. Keith before it is filed. becau~ 
Farr and l\tlr. Chambliss were emploved in this .,case an 
to Mr. Farr's illness thev withdrew . ., ·t~vl~-
J udg·e Brown: It was" not by these people. ]2~1\ 
Mr. Marsh: I ca_nnot answer whether any of !hese p~g.J:·-.~~.{e_.· ·. 
talked with Mr. Farr and Mr. Chambliss or n0Jw.fi>. 
page 24 ~ . Judr:e Brown.: I think you had better withd~\~{ 
it until you decide what to do. It does not amo;ti~} 
to a petition now. ·~i:J:.~: 
Mr. l\foCandlish: If the Court pleases, the exhibits t!.)Jtf: 
I mentioned to the Court this morning in chambers, wh :~ii. 
were the exhibits purporting to create the Sanitary Dist :. ~ 
issue the bonds and have the bids accepted, and so forth, f:\\)·~ 
the same with the school bonds and the County Buildiiqg 
Bonds, I have here. I would like them marked County Ex-
hibits 1 through 13. And it is stipulated among counsel that 
they be admitted in evidence without further proof. 
Judge Brown: They are marked t 
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Mr. l\foCandlish: No, sfr. They are not marked. They 
:a re in order .. 
(The documents so identified we:re received in evidence a1id 
marked "County Exhibits No. 1 to 13" inclusive.) 
Mr. Willinms ~ If it please the Oourt, I understand in most 
of these annexation cases it is not custol)lary to make an op·en-
ing· statement. However, in this case the city would like to 
make a brief opening statement, for the reason that we would 
like to show the Court our general pl.au, in that we have at-
tempte~ .. \.something perhaps novel to you, have attempted, 01~ 
~J~j will attempt to streamline our evidenc~ 
pag·e $i~!} vVe a1~e going to attempt to use few~r witnesses; 
· · / ~ have some witnesses testifv as to several different 
pha .·. ';;/ nd we wanted to make this opening statement to 
mor . · 'i, less cover the picture. 
"\\ st that the Court will indulge us in that approach. 
I . , )d like to point out that if at any time ,luring the 
tria~:t, · Court would like more detail, or lnore e'\,tfrlence as 
to a ::"~: articular phase, we have collected a mass of inf orma-
tion.:: !cl det!1il, and we feel we have witn~sses availnble to 
:c,.11. -, ·~fplam that to the Court. But I thmk we are all fa-
t\t!h, J}W1tl1 bo~v these cases c~n drag out week after week, a!!d 
t; · _·.ii call witness after witness. For the sake of brevity 
,;. ~~ ~- · f.', oncerned, we have attempted to streamline our evi-
.J~~ • ~ 
1 
,' , , <buld like to make a brief opening· statement so as to 
1 ~ ~.,e what we intend to cover, and ask the Court if at any 
. ,.,,··,~ 't wants more detail and more evidence, not to hesitate to 
I~ , :a know. 
i~~ .• J~rst, in this case the City is going to show, or prove, how 
·~J~f:imnex~tion idea started. ,ve are g?ing to show the Court 
\'.~ that idea g-rew. "\Ve are then gomg to show th~ Court 
-·:.J~i that idea culmi~ated in tl~e filing of this suit~ tt~d we are 
I\~ ,;_ng to show that 1t was a smcere and hon~st desire of the ?.' · · y to annex needed land, and not to merely grab taxable ;~'.:~~~i areas, or anything of that nature. \1, .1ge 26} It was an honest effort on the part of the City 
}JiJ .•t ... :· to ask for land whicl1 the City honestly needs and 
t~{'S tl1is Court for. 
{(':Secondly, we are going to show this Court that the City 
~&n handle annexation; that Alexandria, in the past few year's 
Jtas been in the process of cleaning up its own house, and has 
·'a modern, efficient urban city government. 




l. ,. r·, 
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during the past few years first passed a new charter, 1950,. 
as new as modem as any in the State. 
page 27 ~ We are going· to show the Court that we now 
have employed an experienced professional city 
manager. 
'\Ve are going to show the Court that we are now establish-
ing a finance department and a central purchasing commis-
sion, something new., but something that has been proven 
most desirable iu municipal governments. 
We are g·oing to show the Court that we now have a plan-
ning department under the supervision of a planning en·· 
gineer. 
We a:r~ go~ng .to show the Court that we have as g·ood, if' 
not the best• school system, in the entire State of Virginia .. 
Practically every school in the City of Alexandria, we will 
show you, is either brand new or has just been modernized 
or improved. 
We will also show the Court that we feel that we have no 
fear of suits due to race discrimination. There is a new 
colored .high school and other colored schools within the City~ 
The City is not faced with that problem. 
We will also show that it may be a matter of coincidencer 
but the proposed new hig·h school for the City of Alexandria 
is rig·ht on the present borderline of the City i the western-
most borderline, which will be most available to the area 
which we propose to annex. 
Vl e will also show you that we have the kind of government 
now which has just undertaken an entirely ne,v 
pag·e 28 l street program. Evidence of that is a new super-
hig·hway we nave ba:ilt down King Street and the· 
work we are doing on Glebe Road. I mig·ht also point out in 
that connection that we will sl1ow you that we have approxi-
mately a million dollars of unexpended funds that the City 
is using for that work. ·we will also show you that the City 
has stopped the procedure of contracting road1:; to indepem.i-
ent contractors at high costs, has purclmsed its own building 
equipment, and is now building its own streets at a tremend-
ous saving to the City .. 
We are also going· to s]10w t!lat we have the kind of City 
and the kind of g·overnment now that is encouragfog recrea-
tion and sports activities in the City. The City I1as just com-
pleted a new stadium for our high school. It mav be that 
some members of this Court recently attended the ·v. l\L I.-
G. W .. game in tll~ new stadium. Tha~ money was put up by 
the City, and we mtend to attract national sports attractions 
to that stadium .. 
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In that line we have just bought the land and are building 
a new colored swimming pool. \Ve also at present have a 
municipally operated white swimming pool within the City. 
We have just completed-and I might qualify that; it is 
in the process of being built; I don't know whether it is 
:finished or not-a brand new most modern type dog pound in 
the City. 
"\Ve have bond money already set aside for a 
page 29 ~ new city auditorium. ,v e have ample recreation 
centers and buildings throughout the City of Alex-
andria. 
The next point that we will show you is that the City has 
among· the best, if not the best, fire department completely 
equipped as to its physical plant and as to its staff. Vv c will 
be able to show you the same with respect to the police de-
partment, that we have a modern up-to-date police depart-
ment within the City of Alexandria. 
We will also show you that the health department is in ex-
cellent shape. I believe some of you J udgcs should have been 
impressed with what you saw the other day, the fine building 
.that the City has. 
·we will show you that the City of Alexandria is completely 
sewered and completely storm-drained throughout the pres-
ent city. 
,v e will show you that we have just completed, and it has 
been in operation approximately a year, a new Juvenile and 
Domestic Relations Court., complete from judge to social 
workers and domestic relations workers. We are looking- to-
ward the future and taking care of our younger people. That 
building is a monument to that type of work. 
The City has complete plans for a sewage disposa] plant. 
Those plaus have been drawn. They are complete. The City 
owns the site on which we plan to erect the sewag·e disposal 
plant. The City is only awaiting the outcome of 
pag·e 30 ~ this annexation suit to start construction on its 
sewage disposal plant. 
I might add that we have the kind of government that is 
now working on tho Second Street Bridge. ~rhe Second 
Street Bridge, for yom• information, is the bridge from Alex-
andria to Washington. "\Ve have already purchased a good 
deal of the right-of-way and preliminary surveys are under-
way for tlmt bridge at the present time. 
"\Ve will also show you that the only hospital of any con-
sequence in either Fairfax County or Alexandria is located 
in the City of Alexandria and that Alexandria in times of 
emergency due to rapid expansion has given of its own funds 
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to keep this hospital alive, which serves both Fairfax and 
Alexandria. 
·we will show vou that we have the kind of !?'overnment that 
plans to take care of off-street parking._ "\Ve realize that 
crowded areas liave parking· problems, and we have a study 
underway. "\Ve have just opened our first lot where people 
park witl.10ut charge. That is being maintained and .operated 
bv the Citv. 
page 31 ~ .,"\Ve will show you that we have the kind of gov-
ernment that is g·oing to revise its entire City Code 
in this coming year. "\Ve have a Code, but it basn 't been re-
vised since 1940 and we feel that revision is in order for 
proper g·overnment. 
"\Ye will show you that we are the kind of City that just 
instituted a new collection system for revenue, from delin-
quent taxpayers .. It is showing excellent results in getting 
delinquent taxpayers to pay both personal property and real 
estate taxes. "\Ve will show you that we have the kind of gov-
ernment that has a modern, up-to-date street-cleaning pro-
gram within the city, none of which I believe the County has, 
incidentally. We will show you that _we have also a complete 
trash and garbage collection throug:hout the City, none of 
which the County has, we under8tand. The question you 
might ask there is, How can the City afford all this sort of 
thinµ; 1 We are g·oing to prove to you that we can afford this 
within the City and within the area proposed to be annexed. 
w·e will show you, for this reason. These are the general 
principles: First is that capital improvements are generally 
financed through bond issues. Secondly, that our current op-
erating revenue is in good shape. This year we are g·oing to 
have a surplus, and a sizable surplus, in the City of Alexan-
dria. ·we are going to g·et more money from the State for the 
operation of our schools. In pa:-ising, I mig·ht say that we 
will show to you that Alexandria is the only city in the State, 
in which under the Battle Grant we receive funds 
page 32 ~ by which we are allowed to reduce our bonded in-
debtedness rather than construct new schools., be-
cause we are the only city forward enough to complete a 
school program to take care of the children within the City 
of Alexandria. 
In addition to the funds we have already received on that,. 
we will receive certain other funds within a year or two from 
, the State, and we understand the same application of the 
funds will apply. 
In closing on the :financial picture, we will show you a com-
plete detailed :financial analysis of the City's finances, and 
~. 
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of the .area to be annexed, and bow easily we can swing· the 
deal. 
Another thing that we have to show under the statute, and 
we will show, is the necessity for annexation, first in so far as 
the City is concerned. vVe are goirig to show you that Alex-
andria is literally bursting at its seams at the present time. 
Alexandria has a dense population. It has no more land on 
which to build residential, commercial business, or industrial. 
"\Ve have got to grow. ,ve are going to show you .that:·-we 
need areas that are ripe for urban development. ,v e need 
annexation in that at the present time we furnish many s€rv-
i~s, among them sewer, fire and health services., to the ad:-
jacent coui:ty areas for which the County pays the City noth-
mg".. 
page 33 ~ We also feel, and an important feature is th(} 
fact, that we have no control over adjacent areas 
whatsoever, Alexandria and, I believe, Falls Church being 
the only two cities in the State that have no control over the 
areas immediately adjacent to the border. 
Of course you can see the .problem t11ere. Fairfax could 
build a road right up to the line, and the City could build 
one one block away, and you would have dog· legs and jags 
all along the line. ,ve have no control over that problem 
whatsoever, and annexation at the present time is the only 
solution. -
Now, so far as the County is concerned, we are going to 
show the necessity for annexation in so far as the County 
is concerned. First, that this area. is urban and certainly 
righ.t for urban development is beyond question. We will 
show you that, and we will show you something, of course, 
that you already know, that the Court of Appeals' policy has 
been tl1at urban areas shall be under urban g·overnment. 
I say that we will prove that this is an urban arc_a beyoncl 
question, and I will give you now Rome of the rea~ons. 
First, you traveled the Shirley Highway, which went 
through the center of this area. Almost any point on that 
highway is within ten minutes of the center of the Nation's 
Capital. 
page 34 ~ It is within the same distance of the center of 
downtown Alexandria. And further than that, we 
will later examine the County's own pleadings in answer to 
this case, in which they admit in not one, not two, but in at 
least three places, that this is beyond doubt an urban area, 
and the most rapidly-g-rowing urban area in northern Vir-
ginia-by their own answer-so we feel that that question is 
beyond doubt. 
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"\Ve will show you further., if that does not clinch it, thnt 
there is not a single bona fide farm in this entire area. Thero· 
is one that might be construed to be a truck garden, but there· 
is not a single farm in the entire area. 
Also, we might further say that by direct admission, a11ll 
by that I mean they pleaded it in their answer, the area to 
the south of the Little River Turnpike, aucl that includ~s about 
one .. tbird of what we have asked for, they say there is no clh:1-
pute as to that whatever. 
N eJtt, so far as the necessity for the County is conccmed,. 
we will have exhibits that will show you a surprising com· 
Iriunity of interest between this area and Alexandria. By 
tlmt I mean that these people shop in Alexandria, go to the-
movies,. do l};ieii· banking·, go to church, and so forth. They 
are tied· in·· closely with the City of Alexandria, and I feel 
thnt you will be surprised at the community of interest that 
we will be able to demonstrate to this Court .. 
The next thiug is, the County has poor~ ve1·y 
page 35 ~ poor, fire protection at present in this area; pruc-
ti.cally none as we will show you~ They have no 
trash collection, they have 110 garbage collection~ they have-
little or no recreation. The school situation-well, there art~ 
no words that can express how bad tha school situation is. and 
we won't attempt to rub it in by going into that but th~ school 
-situation in the area to be annexed is just beyond. dcscrip~ 
tion. 
Thete are- practically no fire plugs-: Street lig·hts T Prnc-
tically none exist. Streets and roads t You bumped over 
those roads yesterday in the bus. 
Poor police protection, poor planning ancl zoning, pmcti-
cnlly none existing so far as an area of that type is concerned. 
Inadequate sew.ers, lack of proper building code§., feature~ 
of that type which the County needs for un area lije this· .. 
And perhaps, to top all of that, a vnst acren:p;e 
pug,c 36 } repl'csontcd by Petitioners who wish to com~ ,vitl1-
in the City of Alexandria.. Perhaps unrisunnv in 
un annexation case, but we have demonstrated by e:xlribit:s "and 
counsel who has been retained by these petitioners, tlmt it is 
an appropriate and sound request for this area and ask tllnt 
the Court have it taken into this area. 
What can we do to take care of this f The Citv will show 
that we can talrn care of and furnish all these thilig·s that tho· 
County does not lia'Ve. · 
Another important qttestion-and the statute is quite spe-
cific about this: ,vhat is the effect of nil this on tbe Conntv 'f 
How is the County going· to make out assuming that we g~t 
this whole areat· 
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First, we will show you that the City will pay its fair share 
of anything which we have to take from the County. There 
are some things we may argue that we don't feel we owe, but 
nnything this Court determines is a fair share, the City stands 
ready to reimburse or pay the County for. 
The second thing is, assuming that this area is given to 
the City, the County of Fairfax will remain one of the largest 
and richest counties in the State of Virginia. ,v e feel that 
it won't even miss this area we have asked for. Actually it 
is only six per cent of the total assessments tn the entire area 
of Fairfax. 
page 37 ~ And perhaps most important of all, and one of 
the prime factors in choosing the area we did-
nnd we are not trying to give Fairfax County a gift or anv-
thing-we are here for some land we desperately need. Bi1t 
we do not want to be unfair-we want to be as fair and square 
with the County as we can. We do not want to crucify the 
County; we do not want to take their heaviest revenue-pro-
ducing section which they mig·ht prize. ·we wanted to take 
an area we felt would be good for the city and good for tlic 
area to he annexed and would not harm the County after we 
had received it. " 
Finally,, I will close this sltort statement by saying this: 
'Phat we will have maps, exhibits and witnesses to show you 
.nll of the things that I have talked about. 
I want you to bear in mind all through the case, too, that 
ns I lmvc also said before, that it is unusual that we have 
imch areas wanting to come in. 
I want you also to bear in mind this, and this is most im-
portant,-that annexation is not new to Alexandria. Alex-
andria has bad annexation on numerous occasions before 
granted ~y legislation of the State or in such a suit as this. 
And ~ho~~ annexations have been accomplished with ease by 
the City." 
Your ~Honors drove through one of the areas-Beverly 
Hills and Park-Fairfax-completely served by a modern cit)~. 
In 1930 when the City annexed that area, it was 
page 38 } more barren than any area in this we propose to 
. annex now. 
Alexandria is not a flash-in-the-pan town, just trying to 
take a little bit of the County. Alexandria is an old, estab-
·1ished city. It has been through annexation before. It knows 
it has to furnish its people with services, and it promises t.o 
do just that. 
Finally, I do want to press this point with you: That we 
are going· to prove to you that this area was chosen--and we 
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feel it should belong to Alexandria because it is going to keep 
Alexandria from dying a natural death from decay, because 
a city is like any other business; if it does not expand, it 
dies. It will be good for the area annexed because it is just 
right for urban development, right outside t]1e nation's Capi-
tal, rig-I1t outside the City of Alexandria, and it is going to 
improve that area; and, thirdly,, it is not going to harm the 
County of Fairfax. 
I would like just in closing again to say that if af: any time 
in this case in our attempt in this novel pla,n,, so to··;@>Cak, to 
streamline the case, if you want more cvid:~i::: ce, if you want 
to hear another witnesR 01· hear a particular0,1' partri,iwit head 
from any department in the City, we have c ..~.' _,~cted f~.• mass 
of material, the witnesses can be called int · ort or4.w~ and 
we can have them testify before the CourU\ijf \ f ·it 
I tr~1st this opeuin~· ~tat('ment ~as help<· . ·'4r ~e'~~tter 
and will help you anbmpate what IS conun0 1e.· .~Otf:{{':-
Thank you. · ;!. -.. -:;.~~ 
page 39 ~ Ur. Boothe: If it please the e/~uld 
like to speak brieflv on behalf of 1 m,j:";~s of. 
property sought .to -be mmexecl who lrnve ii!fo . &_1: .•.. -~lrnd:~. '·_, 
that the annexat1011 be granted. I would hke ·a ese;f~, 
petit_ions '!ere filed aft~r four or five month., _· s'_ ·'}o~~~) 
cons1derat10n and I ':ill state frankly that\ ,1. w; .. 1--~~;j~. 
not know what the ultimate outcome of our c on . :i~·\~ 
tions would be. •. ·::,J, . ~:,tl 
We represent at the pr('sent time the Inf ': ·: .~ .. , ~>y 
proper!y.h~s been marked here on thi~s map, 0 >· ,: no1.t::·· "
1
)(?1, 
a~1 cxlubit m the case. Altogeth~r m tlus tr_ .ke~~'. ··'ii l( 
pmk ~bese three tracti,, of Mr. ,,7mkler, there\ :.'. aqt·~,;, l(j,..}', 
In tlus trac~ of Mr. Stone there are 80 acres f'!, t;~_ . .:.~~.? ?~J,;'.. 
of B. l\L Smith there are about 130 acres and do, J • a~~~ _ :.~-~}·. 
30 acres more. . " . : ..>·,~·: :,~~?'it 
This area up here re~resents certain citizens ·._" • 8.\1, Cl\~': 
not ":ant ~he Co~r~ t.o tlnnk th~t we represent all·.· the tft!f~>Z! 
zens m tlus subd1v1sion-that 18 not true. ,ve re sent ~P.h'~-~.,~~1~; · 
proximately six property owners; Thirty-eight prop1rty oWJi~:t!tif 
ers. being in the area soug'11t to be annexed and thi,ty be~_.~FJ_i_}_'_:·1~;.t. :J __ ·,' 
beyond the area sought to be annexed who have filed a pe~.~~\ Jl: 
tion asking tha! the .mmexat~Ol} .area be. ('X!ended to cov;~°f:41if~r 
them and so this entire subchvis10n. Tlns IS the Randolph:·,:1,'$i~ 
tract and down here the Shirlev industrial land. '.:· !- :~~\~ 
I understand Mr. Williams to say there is no dis-- · f'/ 
page 40 ~ pute as to this. · 
Mr. Williams: Certainly not as to urbanization. 
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· :M1·. l\foCandlish: ,ve do not agree with that. That is only 
wlmt Mr. Williams said. 
Mr. Marsh: "Te want to put the evidence on and then argue 
the Nlse. 
}Jr. Boothe: These property owners-and I am going to-
(fo:ide them into two sections, the big tract owners, and then 
the ~mall tract owners. Over all, we are convinced that this 
urea up here, the entire area sought to be annexed, is one, 
that lends itself to development under municipal control ttt 
the pres~iit time. It is an urban area. We think that the 
key, almd~t to the. entire thing, which draws the area together, 
is the i~stallatibn-one of the things- the installation of· 
the Rl~.:.~ .. :ey .. -H~~.-.· .~~~.·.ay goin~ throl!gh th~re, ,·vhich. ~nables the 
]nncl on{both S!~:,to feed immediately mto Washington, both 
here t- tl)erf~ij which has· given an impetus to its develop-
menq1¥)i~1 ~-ps not~ing else could have caused to the 
~,m10~~e~t: · .:.··:.~ that 1s O}le of the greatest causes for the 
1m1!1~~t · · · 1hty of tins lai~d for ~rban development. 
N ~.-'. {c ·· , ome of_ the specific reasons under that gen-
cn·alj~a.. . eel, No. 1, that Alexandria has an oppor-
. 0 :?t1~· t. Jn this area to do one of the finest jobs of 
{1'>age:~1 j~ ., e., g. ever done in the. State of Virginia. 
:·:t\., l\ "; e 1s an area relatively undeveloped. The r~:r.>-~. t a. ·. id out in any great detai1. 1n order to show 
:\1'.: r; ec" rhat I had in mind, here is one development 
}J. ·.·. : .rl -_,. Apartments whicl1 was in Fairfax County. 
i· st{ ' · · :~,,.:· ve been run to the edges of these properties. 
lo ·. · -~~ bow they will affect the development of lands 
··11c1. -ut we do know this: If this land is taken into 
J)it."·. · :~xandria, one of the first things that is going 
· · · bat the Planning Commission is going to pre-
'plan for that entire area, and all of our property 
~ re will then have a say not only as to where the 
. . -~ ~tsJi1 .. · cross their properties, but as to where they will 
{ .. _ }wht6 ofi er highways. Frankly, from our viewpoint, th~ 
·<,Jf~~ :z~:~~_rpoi.nt f these property ow!lers, we can~ot over-emphasize 
;;. :!~~!! l~el-ie .. ~. or our confidence m the pla~mng, and our ~ope~ 
-!~)f~~t it wtl] he, as I say, one of the finest Jobs ever done m th~ 
!: '~i-:~t'q\e. It is something that has not been permitted in this 
~--, ·~t~r~a be~ause there have bee?! haphazard growths here and 
't ?tt,h.~re w1tl10nt over-all plannmg. 
·~; ~- :The Planning Commission has meant a great deal to Alex.:. 
; nndria, in Park-Fairfax and Beverly Hills and other areas, 
nnd if it had been in existence 100 years ago, Alexandria would 
be a lot better than it is now. 
In Fairfax they have an excellent zoning ordinance and 
148 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
zoning enforcement but this is a rural county. H 
pag,-e 42 ~ is largely a rural county. It has its urban sectiong. 
and lots of the zoning laws and the zoning enforcl~-
ments are as you would expect them in such an area, and not 
as you would expect them in a municipality. 
Now to be specific, one of the thing·s that a great many of 
our clients up here in Dowden Terrace are concerned with is: 
the presence of a hog wallow and a trash dump in the neigh-
borhood of that subdivision. Under the Alexandria zoning 
law::;, and under the Alexandria ordinances passed as a part of 
its police powers, I can say sincerely we believe we can get rid 
of this hog .wallow and that trash dump. 
Judge J\fe(pai'thy: The hog wallow and the trash dump arc-
within the ~proposed area, is that right t 
:Mr. Boothe: Yes, sir. 
1 want this to be very clear: Mr. Winkler is not complaining. 
of it, but the Citizens are complaining of it. It is down here 
on his laud. 
:i\Ir. McCandlisb: ·why didn't Mr. Winkler do something 
about it! 
lVIr. Boothe: I want to say Mr. Winkler is a very-well,. 
lie is a mighty easy fellow to get along with, I will say that. 
Iu addition to that, may it please the Court, we feel that 
we will get a degree of fire protection out there in 
pagP; 43 ~ this area which we will ·not have· if we stay in the 
County. Vv e believe that we will get police protee-
tion. \Ve know there will be available to this area a police· 
force just about the size of, if not larger than, the Fairfax 
Police Force, as soon as the annexation is allowed. 
w·e want that out in that area. We feel it will enable us 
to develop. \Ve l1ave got to have :fire protection in ordl·L~ 
to develop these tracts. 
ln that connection, Mr. vVinkler does envisage an irrnnedia1e 
development of his property. Mr. Stone envisages an early 
cfovlf:Jopment of his,. and Mr. B. M .. Smitl1 at the· present tirne-
intends to bold his tracts f'or some time. But nevertheless,. 
the fire protection and police protection which we could get 
would add to the value of that land. 
· We also know, may it please the Court,. that the bringing 
to tI1is area of the excellent school system of Alexandria, of 
which we are all proud, will mean a great deal to the families 
wl10 move into the area. It will be an attraction to people 
tn move into the development on each of these tracts when 
they know that schools will be available. 
A~ a matter of fact, we know that plans I1ave been drawn 
for a second high school in Alexandria, which would be down 
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in tllis area, right here on the western edge of the present 
town. And we feel that that new high school will be avail-
able remarkably just by coincidence but right at out frout 
door. 
page 44 ~ vVe know this: They haven't told us this but we 
know it, that they are going to have to put another 
elrmentary school in that area, and we believe it will go some 
place in the center and will also be available. 
Of course there will be trash and garbage collection which 
any development has to have. Without it, whether it is resi-
de11tiul development, whether it is apartment development liv-
ing is almost impossible. 
"\Ve also feel that a modern system of sewers will be ac-
quin1 ble and will be acquired much faster if this area is in 
the city. 
Fairfax has its very excellent trunkline down here througl1 
Holmes Ru11, but of course we have got to have along with 
the :,;treets, lateral sewer lines put in, and reasonably quick--
us this area develops. We believe that will be done. 
Finally, we believe that the roads and streets available to 
tlii.s area will be improved multifold. At the present time 
Little River Turnpike is in fairly good shape, and the Lem,-
hurg Turnpike is in excellent shape, and I believe now a four-
law~ highway by the State is under way. But in this area 
thel'e is no road cutting across perpendicular to the Shirley 
Highway. )Ve feel that the seminary road here offers great 
pos~ihilities in that direction, and we believe that under a 
municipality that will no longer be a narrow coun-
page 45 ~ try road but will have to be made into an up-to-date 
modern high,vay, whether the city likes it or not. 
Now, in conclusion, I would just like to say this very briefly: 
~fr. ,vinkler plans a development of this area which I cun 
only compare in brief to that of Park-Fairfax. There will be 
3,500 dwelling units on his tract if his present plans are car-
ried out. He hopes that can be done and done immediately. 
This area here is zoned commercial. The rest is zoned resi-
dential, but has been zoned in the past for apartment uses and 
I believe under county law that lapses. 
In that connection, I want to say this for him: :Mr. McCaucl-
lish asked about Mr. ·winkler. Mr. )Vinkler regards his in-
t.ere~t in this case, and he wants to make it clear to the Court, 
a':) purely economic. He has had the most pleasant asso-
ciation with the· County Board and the Zoning Board and 
Planning Commission out here. But he just feels, as l\Ir. 
Stone feels, that this is an economic matter, that the best 
development of his land can be fostered by his coming under 
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a municipality. And that is the primary thing in the back of 
his mind. 
Now then, the Dowden Terrace area, this little subdivision 
there, they have that particular problem. They have their 
l10mes there. But they say, what are we getting right now 
for our taxes, for the taxes we pay? vVe are getting only a 
narrow country road into town, which is not in good 
page 46 ~ shape. vVe are not getting trash or garbage col-
lection. ·we are getting schools far inferior to the 
scl.iools that are available to us in the Citv of Alexandria. "\V c 
are not getting sewers. ·we are not getti'iig water. 
Now, of course the water problem, they understand that 
water is not delivered by the City but' by a private company. 
But, gentleman, may it please the Court, it has been the pu.~t 
hist01:y that as these are~s of the city have expanded antl 
dev.::•loped, water has come along right with them and has kept 
its pace. 
For those reasons, and I shall not trespass upon your time 
any more, we are respectfully requ~ting that the annexation 
of this area will be allowed. /i 
Mr. :McCandlish: If the Court ple~~ s, we feel that the open-
ing ~tatcments got to sound a little ·. ~ke closing ar~menh~ 
hcl'n, and we admit none of the al . · ;tions that hav:~ been 
mad<~. but we will have no opening· s.. . ent at this tjwe. 
Mr. Marsh: vVe will argue the c. ~ t the propen{time. 
Thnt is what they have been doing; ~ ·· ·~f\ 
l\h·. 'Williams: The City is prepare ··resent its fi.rstwit-
ness. if the Court pleases. . . '\ \t 
Judge Brown: All right. Do yo~./\ 'S ;-.the witness '.~Ver 
here f ;ft.~:- .· ·· r, {· :. 
Mr. William: I think tlt\~· ,~·· s to have the~-Wit-
pagP- 47 ~ nesses in the center, Your ,~ .:· :~· ..:. ! \ · 
·,.· (l Thereupon ·, :' I 
ALBERT ANSLEY S . , . ~$ 
n ,vitness called by counsel for ~he City i lexandria, havi1-~~ 
been first duly sworn, was exammed and s._ fled as follows: •'. 
',' !}, 
DIRECT EXAMINATrbl. \~ 
I 
Bv Mr. vVilliams: 
.. Q. ·wm you state your full name;\~leaset 
A. Albert Ansley Smoot. 
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Q. Mr.. Smoot, how long have you lived in the City of Alex-
~mclria 2 
A. ALI my Hf e, sil'.. 46 years.. 
Q. I did not ask you to give us your age. What is your 
husiness in the city, .l\fr. SmooU 
A. I am in the lumbe1· and coal and building-material busi~ 
lWSS. 
Q. "\Vould you give the Court a little detail as to what that 
1nrniness encompasses¥ 
A. Well, we have been furnishing for better than 75 year~, 
lmnber., building materials, to most of the houses and most of 
the buildil1gs that have gone up in the City 0£ Alexandria. 
,ve ]iave a pretty fair knowledg·e of the situation in Alexan-
<ll'ia, what goes on so far as the growth, so far as buildi'ng 
is concerned. 
Q. Now, Mr. Smoot, what is your connection with 
})nge 48 } the City of Alexandria T 
A. Vice Mayor. 
'Q. "\V,hat is your connQption with annexation, to be more 
~pt,cific t ~k 
.. :\. ram Chairman of ~ Annexation Committee, sir, which 
wns apjointed by City Q[pncil. · 
.. Q. ,::~fll you ~xplain,.JJt"l'.his court what the A1~nexation Com-
1n1t~~ei:J~; 110w 1t was ... _. ed T 
k~\~s, s~r. vVhei1:. :· :.;:as ?lected to City .Council, the matter 
of ~exat10n was :U }which gave me right much concern. 
If .~J( ., Court will ~~" r/·~e a personal statement-
. ~ ~ } .t8··i-~::~!. . . 
'..:~: . McCandlish.~(--~-.. · .. ::.::··a_. -.it, please, Mr. Smoot, until that truck 
ge ~ v. ~- .. _. -.·· 
· .--' ~··witness: . · ""t~~t. 
: . · father hapn ~~o be Mayor of the City of Ale:x:an-
<l( .. when the las:. fl!~~xation cas~ was presented. And I 
!ia·.·.·~.· .sort of grow.· ff_ •. __ ·. p,·.·:·:w_ .. 1th annexat10n and .heard a lot .about 1t}I\ ]929. And U ·o jtmber of Commerce m Alexandria has 
hJ.Vt\h very much c-~~·e· ned about what was going to happ(\n 
tt)'.; he City. They!~ a .. appointed a committee in 1942 to study 
1: s matter. W : . · 
:·.. t t11at time th~y ;passed a resolution asking City Counsel 
t; go into the quesiion, the whole problem of annexation. 
I do not know why hothing was done about it at that time, 
but nothing was. 
11nge 49 ~ Then in 19~9 they again, the Chamber of Com .. 
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mal resolution, sent it to council, asking the Council to look 
into the matter of annexation. The Chamber of Commerce· 
wets concemed about what was going to happen within tbe 
limited boundaries of Alexandria. 
·when I got on the City Council, sir, I offered a resolution 
to the Council in, I believe it was, either July or August~ of 
1949, asking the Council to appoint a committee to study the-
whole problem of annexation for the City and to furnish us. 
with recommend.a tions. 
'.rh~ copU.Itj.ttee had no authority to act. It merely had th& 
authority .fo recommend back to City Council what it could do. 
Docs that answer your question! 
Mr. Williams: Yes. 
By :Mr. 1Villiams: 
Q. That is very good, but let me interrupt you there. Of 
your own personal knowledge and business contacts and deal-
ing-s with people, have you come into contact with anything 
tlrnt made vou consider annexation? 
A. Yes, sir. .As I say, we have our pulse more or less- on 
· the building activities in the City, because of my position as 
President of W. A. Smoot Company. And we havn 
pngc 50 ~ fomid that partic.rularly in so far as industrial areas 
are concerned, that there is a woeful lack of goocI 
industrial land within the present boundaries of the city. 
'l111c 1·esidential construction has gone ahead pretty fast,. 
and I do not think this City contains very much undeveloped 
Iunrl at 1.he present time. So I was personally con~rned about 
it. 
page 51 ~ Q. I see. Now let's get back to the committee}. 
You mentioned that a connnittee was a ppointe<L 
Cm.1ld you. recall to the Court the membership of that coriuuit-
tec f 
.A. Y cs, sir, the membership of the committee was d~sig-
nate<l in the resolution asking for the creation of the &om- . 
mi tt,ue. There was to be- \ · 
Mr. Marsh: If the Court please, I think tlle resolution is 
the best evidence. It is pure hearsay and we object to that 
testimony. 
Mr. Edwards: Does :M:r. Marsh undertake to question this 
man her.q as to the persons on this committee? 
Mr~ J\farsh: Mr~ Edwards, I have known the· gentleman 
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all of my life, and I don't have to have you ask me whether I 
tuke his word for anything. I just say to the Court that if 
he is going to talk about a resolution, we object to that sort 
of evidence. The resolution is the best evidence. 
Mr. "Williams: I merely asked him to name the members 
of. the committee. Do you object to my asking him the names 
of the members of the committee¥ 
:Mr. Marsh: No, sir, but I do object to his talking about 
tho resolution, because ihe resolution is the best evidence . 
. By Mr. "Williams: 
Q. The only question I want you to answer, lVIr. Smoot, 
is the membership of the committee. 
page 52 ~ A. Yes, sir; the City :Manager of the City of 
Alexandria, Mr. Guy Ancell; the City Engineer of 
the City of Alexandria, Mr. Luckett ·w atkins; the City Attor-
ney of the City of Alexandria, Mr. Floyd w·miams; a repre-
sentative of the Planning Commission, :Mr. Edward Kel]y, 
who is now head of the Parking and Planning Commission of 
tbe District of Columbia; from the Chamber of Commerce, 
Mr. Edward Holland; a surveyor; from the Business and Pro-
fessional Women's Club, Mrs. Irene Pancoast; and mysf~]f 
rspresenting City Council. 
Q. Suppose, Mr. Smoot, you tell this Court a little about 
whnt this committee did in its preliminary stages, shortly 
afteL~ it was formed. 
A. The committee went into this matter with a very open 
miml. ,v e had no preconceived idea at all about what should .:t1 
b() done ahout annexation. The committee was as fair-minded 
a group,.6f people as I have ever worked with in my life. I 
11evcr saw a more unbiased fair-minded group. They knew the 
law;_ we had two lawyers on that body. 
J~1dge Brown: The question was what did they do, not to 
dc::,~ribe their qualifications. 
flie ·witness: . A_ll right.. I want to get the fair-mind?d pa rt 
~· _iw~oHs, because 1t 1s very important as to what they did. ,Ye 
-!{11~ a meeting·, an organizational meeting, and we decided 
':;./that we had to have some expert advice in going ahead with 
· formulating any plans, that our gToup alone 
page 53 ~ couldn't come to a decision, and so we went ont 
and we hired the firm of R. Stuart Royer, as con-
sulting engineers, to come up there and give us some idea 
as to what procedure we should take if we were going to 
~~~~~~,,,.,,......,..---,,,-,===·=·•·•····.0.~•=·;·,·•·< =c ... •x,> ... · .. ~•·······•, .. ,·n.n.s,.,v.······"···· ........•...... ,,, . ..,, .. , ...... ~•·•····'T ··~·•.?\\<•··'•·>.•.· ... ··· 
· ffirf f · .. .,..~ .. 
. :~{r 
r: . .-.: 
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~_11!wx .. ·we weren't even sure a~ that point,J~f\ve wer~J\) 
gonig to recommend any annexation. · .. ,:.'t: .. > {~: 
A. The_ committee went into this matter_ ~vi!liJ~t.very ~p~~!\:, 
Alexa1!.dna. We couldn't go north; that elm;i111;~~d ArhlJ.~~·- ~ · . .1. ·' 
ton. We couldn't go east, because of the PotoDlacr-ffi.:ver; so .. ' :· 
just. put an arc arom;d the city and turned ~N~!?9.~Y-~r to 1\. \ 
Ro;rer's firm and said, "Now go ahead an~:~~lte a stt ... 
and see what you can come up with, if y01.l}~.J.lK anythf. 
at all i~ desirabie in the way of annexatiori~}~!J;~·t wasi .:~.. .,.·i
1 
fl rst tlung we did. ::~f: .·, j, J:. · .... ',I~, · • · 
r , , • • • :;·If;)~,'. ·.}t{.i ·~j: · 
B) l\11. vVilhams. ;!·'\.: .. ;{'. ·h~i\~.' ·1r { 
Q. Then what happened next after that? t .}· ... ~ .. ::,':~::. ·t~t.=\WY::-r' 
A. ·well, Mr. Royer came up and talked witij?,·.·&:~~ommitff <~~· 
nucl hroug~t a member of his staff ~long with hinflf.:~!1P.·ey as~···;,i· .. ff 
for some_ tu.~e to make some studies. along these}~9s. T~?,.:ll[. 
consulted with some of the committee member-ErBfrom ~e\~:./ 
Cl~a~nber of Commerce, I bel~eve, who Jrnd worked 9n;.i,·: ;Ii ...is th~ ... · ..... ·~.,.·J.·: ): 
ongurnlly. They consulted with many mterested peq J~ arou~tll 
the City of Alexandria, people who had given t'ti .,:-: ht ai.l~ftt:; 
study to this, and they went into the facts of the ·~~."~ .. , '.e.· .  pret·~.· ... ·~· 1'; 
carcfnlly, and then about two months later they :.hioughtht ~: 
preliminary report back to the committee for discus~n. :: ,. \ 
Q. ·what did these gentlemen tell the e~mitt~.e ~~-
pag~ 54 ~ in that preliminary report? :<Xf. } ~::: 
.. . . A. They recommended that we proceed,}~\th ai~.- f. 
nexnt10n, sir. ·,,r,:, .'. !~ 
Q. Now what steps. did the co~mittee then take?){f' J. Jt 
A. ,ven, the comrmttee took tlus report and went\\(9:ver iu · .fi; 
Hem by item very carefully. It was definitely under~od hf .·.·,.{· 
th~ committee at that time that it was nothing butia pre-:· .':l' 
limiuary report. We went over it very carefully. We ~udit1dr ~}· 
it. Members of the committee went out and looked at the:land. ~ · ·,,.-_ 
"\Ve knew the law. We knew that we had to go into. the finau-{ · :· 
cit-11 angle of it. We knew that we had to go into. the angle· } 
as to whether or not the proposed area to be annexed ~vas suit- ·,.;( 
able for urban development. t ;'{ 
~Ve took the report, we studied it very very carefully, and ./ 
we had many many conferences with Mr. Royer and with his f 
associates before we came to any definite decisions. We.[ 
:CinaUy decided to recommend annexation to City Counril 
1ma11imously. 
Q. Then you say you did make a recommendation to City 
Council. 
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~·\ ) . . ;'..': ;,,1( ~ 
~~<. :·' Q. Now . Jrt was that recommendat10n, Mr. SmooU 
l~1r~J\ .. Afterl: .}il~t two months study on ~he report, yes, sir. 
i,1t::.it-A. \Ve re ~mmended to City Council that they in turn make 
· ··· J/;l,¢hstudy_ tl\);the co~mittee had made, g_o over it, and if.they 
. -~ .· l'.C'ed w1t1?:',2~he ima1~1mous reeomm~ndati?n o~ the comnnttec, 
.. ,r.." (i{($1. t they ]5}1-dceed with an annexation smt, sir. 
-,, ~-·~ :l1,/" :/ ·. l:~·.·~uring all of these studies had any positive 
~,ft£:' '. ·.
7 
· 55 } ·~µ:~~~n drawn, or was this still in the formative 
I > r~ ,;9:.( . '~~g~ 
'=;: ' .. •. }~(No, ijfii~fpositive line for annexation was not decided , ·.. I the ~~ouncil its~lf went out and viewed _the land 
·~'.:;//.· , .. :;'. )tbe"?, ;~~fpgeth~r with the. surveyor. T.he I.mes and 
\'·A1-_ )?~.~~·;:dan~r~~~ defimtely ?etermme~ then by ~he City Conn-
- ; \'(i. ~~nd w'!{~~orpor~ted m the ordmance which was finally 
, . · ~. · ., ~ed bi.'~Lif Counc1I. 
;':-.; ·/·'~ Wo-jf fair statement of how the line was arrived at 
}J, _:-eJ; · at it w~:-a combination of the engineers- · 
}i· - ·. J .. f · ~M· 
.. : ·~~. , _, .• _~~_
1Jr. J\~.:•. 1~ •. } dlish: Just a minute. Let him testify how tl1e 
· IIre was-~rved at. 
~-- \~} \~/· 
·By Mr .. Williams: 
.}Q. vV~)rou tell then the summation of how the line was 
:arit·ivel.:' ~, :{A. ~-·· { sir, the line was arrived at first by a tentative 
;r(hom ._:··-~.-·dation from the engineers, secondly by a more d·e:fi-
< _ iiite rcr ~mendation of the committee, thirdly by the joint 
~ . ,} tpinki~'.of the ~ngineers, the co~mittee,. and the City Coun.cil. 
r i:: _f he CtW Council had to determme the lmes anyway. I thmk -
f: ~ ·. ft is tl~)aw that City Council must determine that; so finally 
~.::~ .. : .. , :.the:: 1w.· e the ones who picked the lines whieh we put iuto the 
·W 1prdmalce. ·f·J -: . Q. Mr. Smoot, is there anything else you would 
:l, ;r>age ..>6 } hke to tell the Court 1 
··l·"·. 
Ji( · · 1Ir. MEj,rsh : We object to that. "t~~ . .Judge ffirown: Objection sustained. 
-~·· i CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
· Q. I understood you to say, sir, that you lived in Alexan ... 
dria all your life. Is that correct, sir! 
A. I was born there) yes, sir .. 
i ~ ,, 
1,., 
:,, 
156 Supreme Court of' Appears of' Virginia, 
.Albert Ansley Smoot .. 
Q. ·what percentage of the people in Alexandria have· livecl 
fhtir a.11 their livest 
A .. Off the present population, sir 1 I wouldn't know. 
Q. There are a lot more of them than of those that were 
born in Alexandria,. isn't that correct t 
A. Oh, yes, sir. The population has more than doubled 
in the l~st years. 
Q~ And 8: great majority of the population of the City of 
Ale:xai\d°iJia work for the Federal Government in one capacity 
Qr a.no.ther,. isn't that correct t · 
.A. I wonldn 't know how large a percentage. Certainly a 
large percentage of them do, brrt I wouldn't know how large .. 
Q. You have testified, Mr. Smoot, that the Annexation Com-
mittee employed the firm of R. Stuart Royer and Associates. 
to make this annexation study. When were they first em-
ployed! 
A. The date·¥ I am afraid I can't give you the date. I 
could get it from the records of the City, sir. I 
page 57 f would say that the committee probably had its first 
meeting about a year ago, and Royer would have· 
bec~n employed probably first. First. I would say that we had 
Mr. Royer come up and talk to the committee before we did 
employ him, and I would say it was in November or De-
eember of 1949,. 
Q. When was the report made y· 
;~·· A.. Oh, abont three months later-two or three months fater~ 
Q~ Did lie ever make any report other than the preliminary 
f; report f He made a preliminary report, and you emphasized 
;~ that he made a preliminary report. Did he make any further 
reports to the committee! 
~, A. Verbally, yes, sir. 
1 Q. No other wTitten reports f 
A. No, no other written reports-. 
Q. Did the committee keep minutes of its various meetings ·f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was this annexation idea first conceived in the City 
Council or from the Chamber of Commerce or one of theRo-
othcr organizations that yon mentioned? 
.£.t\. I tried to-I may have rambled a little hit, !fr. !fo-
Ca:r.nrUish. This I tried to make clear, that I think the idea 
originated because a group of people in Aiexanclria 
page 58 f felt that Alexandria had reached the saturation 
point population, and that a study should be made 
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of the whole problem. It did not originate in anybody's mind, . . . 
srr. 
Q. Mr. Smoot, I think human experience would lead us t.o 
1rnow that some one or two persons originate any sort of 
idea like this, and that is what I am trying to find out, who 
that is. You don't know about thaU It was not simultaneous . 
.1:\.. I would say the Chamber of Commerce and the City 
Council, working together, plus other interested citizens in tho 
cit.y, started this movement. 
Q. vVhen the movement was started, did the Chamber of 
Cornwerce make any suggestions as to where they should 
aimei¥ 
· A.)To our committee¥ 
1
~/:'°Yes, sir. 
$:.t No, sir. 
Q~ The tentative suggestion of the line which was made 
bf'..your engineer-who was the engineer, incidentally! 
A. From Rover's office 1 
t~. You said that an engineer made the tentative suggestion 
us to an annexation line. vVho was that engineer¥ 
A. Mr. Ruehl. 
. :-·Q. Then; after that line was suggested, did you all change 
that line~ or did you all take the suggestion of Mr. Ruehl as to 
where it should be¥ 
· · A. My recollection on that, ]\fr. McCandlisl1, is 
page 59} that the line in the original preliminary report was 
1
• not definitely fixed, sir. It was merely-I think 
they took a city map and drew with red pencil, drew a line 
around it. Then we took that line, and as I understand it-
I · am not an engineer, sir, but as I understand it there are 
certainithings like natural boundaries and watersheds; please 
·don't isk me any questions about them, because I don't know 
whnt .. they are, but I understand that those things do enter 
into where a line in an annexation suit should be fixed; and 
tlien, as I understand it, Mr. Ruehl, Mr. Holland, who as I 
say was a surveyor, took the suggestion of the committee which 
we had worked out jointly, which the committee and Mr. 
Royer 's, firm had worked out jointly, and they tentatively 
drew a line ,vhich would fit a proposed annexation. 
Q. Is that approximately the line that you now have¥ 
~'i. I think that it is approximately, sir. 
Q. In this preliminary report did Mr. Royer or Mr. Ruehl--
who prepared the report, do you know, Mr. Royer or Mr. 
Ruehl? 
1 :;s Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Albert Ansley Smoot . 
... f\. No, sir. The report came from Mr. Boyer's firm, sir. 
Q. But you do not know who actually prepared it 1 
A. No, sir; I don't know that. 
Q. Did this preliminary report propose reasons for an-
nexation 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ,vhat were the reasons? 
A. First, that because of the density of popula-
page 60 ~ tion in Alexandria, if the city was to grow and to 
survive we must get additional land; 2, that the 
land proposed to be annexed lent itself very nicely to urban 
development; 3, that the City of Alexandria could finance the 
annexation and in the long run it would be good for both the 
city-absolutely essential for the city, I would say,, and good 
for tlie area proposed to be annexed. 
Q. You spoke of the crowded conditions in the City of Alex-
andria. I assume vou are as conv'inced of that as anv of 
the engi.neers and c;xpcrts that you have employed, are· you 
not, Mr. Smoot t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In your ordinance you say that many of the former resi-
dents of Alexandria have been compelled to establish their 
residences and businesses beyond the corporate limits. ,v ould 
vou tell me some of these former residents of Alexandria wl10 
have been compelled-I assume they· have been compelled by 
f reason of not having enough room there-to establish their 
residences and businesses bevond the limits f 
A. Yes, sir. I can tell you· of s(weral people. I know sev-
eral people who have moved out to around the section of Semi-
nary because there was not enough land for them in Alexan-
dria. They wanted to get larger properties and larger tracts 
of land than were available. The land in Alexan-
pag·e 61 ~ dria, because of the overcrowded conditions, has 
gotten pretty llig-h. The cost of it bas gotten pretty 
hig·l1, and because they had children, they lived in town, and 
I hope the Judg·es were taken down in the First ,vard, where 
I live in Alexandria, because all the houses down there are 
·built right smack on the street, and if they have a yard it is 
only usually about a 25 by 30 or 50-foot plot in the back of 
the house, and they did not feel, when their families l1ad 
grown, that they could raise the children in that sort of area, 
and they wanted more land. I can give you i;;ome names of 
some people. 
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Mr. Marsh: That is what we asked you. Give us some 
names. 
J·udge Brown : Just one attorney examine at a time. 
Mr. Marsh: I beg your Honors' pardon. 
A. (continuing) Mr. Goodman, an architect. 
Q. How much land does he have 'f He has more than he 
lmd on ·wolf e Street. 
A. A great deal more. 
Q. Isn't it customary for people that move out of a city 
to get a large parcel of land 1 Even if Alexandria were not 
densely populated., Mr. Goodman would have bought a larger 
parcel of land outside of the city than he could have obtained 
iu the city. 
A. He wanted a property at a price that he could afford to 
pay for it, yes, sir. 
page 62 r Q. Tell me someone else, Mr. Smoot. 
A. Right off hand., sir, I can't think of any other 
personal friend of mine. That is what you are asking for? 
Q. No, not personal friends; anybody you know, if you can 
mention the name. It doesn't have to be a friend of yours 
at all. 
A. Yon mean peoplP. who have come into Alexandria and 
lived there and then moved away? 
Q. All I want is the people you are talking about when 
you use these words in the ordinance: '' that because of the '>:. 
crowded condition that they have been compelled to establish 
their residences and busine~ses beyond the corporate limits.'' 
I want to know who thev are. That is in the ordinance. I 
am reading from the ordhiance passed by the City Council of 
the City of Alexandria. 
A. '\V ell, of course, on businc~ses I know several people 
who have had to go out to Fairfax County. 
Q. We are talking about residents. 
A. There is Colonel Kromm, who rented in Alexandria. 
Q. That would be the way to interpret this, 
A. I would be glad to think of some more later on, if I 
can. 
Q. How about the businesses beyond the corporate limits? 
A. Well, of course, most of the large shopping centers have 
g·one out beyond the corporate limits. There is the 
page 63 } Arlandria Shopping Center. Of course that is in 
Arlington, actually. 
Q. Did the people that ope_rate the Arlandria Shopping 
Center formerly live in Alexandria f 
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A.. Some of the businesses that were in Alexandria have-
moved out to that shopping center .. There has been a great 
movement of Sanitary Grocery Stores. They are not actually 
local Alexandria merchants, but the trend has been to go out 
-side of the city with that type of business. 
Q. Do you know why that is, Mr. SmooU 
A. Yes, sir. Principally-
Q. Because they do not want to be in the City, is it not.~ 
because they want to be out where they have plenty ·of park-
ing arei\, and. it is. convenient for the people to get to when. 
they trave\ 'to· and fro¥ . 
A. Parking does enter into it, ·yes, sir, I will admit that,, 
but it is also because there is not Jwailable land at the priee-
that they can afford to pay in the,E~j~y. 
. t;~j_ By Mr Keith.. '.~r:···,.,;0-,. 
• • .,.:.· .... ·,:"1.'·l :-, 
Q. You. said you ~ave ~ad :rour ~-- i}M1 f:he.bnilding around 
·Alexandria. In which direct10n h&il· · ·i bmldmg developmeut. 
gone, :M:~. ~moot, from the city or ij .. ·':·.- :C~tyt "' .! 
· .A. Prmc1p~lly wes!. In the c\l::, . .:~ .. lf, the m!st recen f. 
development m the C~ty of Alexaif'd!.: ..• ;i: ... · •. f,. _:· ... '. as b~en ott.. toward 
Beverly- ~ill~, the nortli~e ·; section, 1'- in thii,. 
page 64 ~ area, (rndicatmg). \ ·-x .• ·t· , 
. Q. Well,. n~wr outside)~~.Pity of .... I\.] .~ andria,. 
which way has the bmldmg gone Y :1{(/ di :. 
r ~-- The building has gone both wat5:~·:I!t bas gone e.;st all(] 
1t :has gone south. · . ;,;t- J}t~ · .... , 
Qr Which way ha:s the majority o~.:~.oi.f'.t"··, ne, from .... · ... r ex-
61 ·,, 1 ili ,p penence , ''.: . . :;. :\t· 
A. Of course the area south of Al~x~./dria is mqt'. ~:. built 
up than the area west, sir. · .. \J . \ . _., 
Q. Consi~erably more, is not that c~r~Act Y . }! 
A. Ye~, sir. . .fk '!r· ~ 
Q. Is 1t not a fact that most of the vacan,\ land still reµmin-
ing in the City of Alexandria is in the wes~rn part! ~ 
A. Practically all of it, yes, sir. }f. 
. Q. Where is· the industrial land in .the €1.ity of .Alexandria? 
A. It is mostly-might I po,int it out f/ere? It is mostly 
along the railroad tracks here, .. d along 1lbe river. 
Q. When you remember it a b.oy., where was most of it "l 
A. In the same place. . . 
· May I make a comment on · _· , sir 1 
Q. Yes, sir. . ·· ·j 
A. One of the reasons why we feel that we need the south-
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·ern part of this area so badly is because it does 
page 65 ~ have the railroad tracks, which would lend itself 
very well to industrial development, and industrial 
development in Alexandria for the last 45 years has been 
pretty well stymied. 
Q. Whereabouts in no1·thern Virginia has industry done 
betterf 
A. I am glad to say nowhere that I know of. 
Q. Has it done well anywhere t Let us put it that way . 
.A. I think it has done better in Alexandria than in any 
other place, because we have had the railroad facilities and 
the water facilities to offer industry, and we have taken ad-
vantage of it. 
Q. But is it not a fact that the grnwth in Northern Vir-
ginia in au industrial sense has not been very important 
ever! 
A. Well, it has bee11 :right important to Alexandria, sir. 
The Southern Railroad and many of the big industries in 
Alexandj-ia have cq,n.triij-q.ted a great deal to the growth of 
the Cit)f and to the,t~pc~~·ss of the City. The R. F. & P., the 
Southei;n, and sevemil l>j;g industries there have helped us a 
lot sir ,J ·-'':;: :· · · · ' ····· . . Q, ij me some Qffi.ers, please . 
.l\.. . e America:~l. Agricultural Chemical Companv, the 
F01•d. 1 ant which ishhere and of course which was taken over 
by th· ederal G0;/eb)Jllent during the war; and them we have 
{1 some l<;>.<tal industries, sir, that are very helpful. 
pag ,... 6 ~ Q. .Pg.e ~iiy of them new f 
I
., . A. Jijs, _j,ir; there are some new ones. There 
are * .... ~te a few·'.'.'.:.i .. evy· .industrie~ out a.long- River Road, sir. 
Th ·:,1s a whole ·:~trmg of new mdustrrns along- there. 




By Mr. William&.: .,. 
Q. Mr. Smoot.~ Mr. Mel'· !!ldlish mentioned something on 
cross examination about p::; :.ple working· in "'\Vasl1ingfon. In 
that connection, would you~. 11 this Court where each member 
of the City ,Council of Al~ndria w·orks? I can give you a 
piece of paper if you want' ·to write the names down. 
A. I was just trying to tliink of all seven of them, sir. 
.-i 
~ I 
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]\fr. McCandlish: I have six. I can't get the other one 
myself. 
A. The Mayor, Mr. Backus, is a lawyer in the City of Alex-
andria. Mr. Beudheim is a lawver in the Citv of Alexandria. 
Mr. Bragg was a business man, but is now ·a lawyer in the 
City of Alexandria. Mr. Luckett was a merchant in the City 
of Alexandria. :Mr. Duncan is in the real estate busineRs 
in the City of Alexandria. ]\fr .. Beverly is in the banking 
business in the City of Alexa~-'. riiJl;~_and I told you what I do. 
I work ~n Alexanclri~. . . ~ ;~ 
That 1s seven, I tlnnk, 1s 1t µ~!j 
Mr. ·wmiams: 1'f: f~e seven. · 
page 67 ~ ]\fr. Me:C~ndlish: 'J·: t'~j1eludes l\ir. Backus. 
Mr. ·wi1hams: Tha 1· · , I have . 
. l\fr: McCandlish: I would lik~ ... A~)f him one more ques-
tion, 1f the Cou::.:::~S EXA1~¥,·0N. 
By Mr. McCandlish: 'l'. \ifj,~ 
Q. Mr. Bragg and Mr. Bendhei' ,.''. :~m~ into the City of 
Alexandria? didn't they 1 . ..-~ ··it{,.,. 
A. No, s1rree. Mr. Bendhe1m art:', , ,'.fi;· Brngg were botli 
born in the City of Alexandria. :r;,J \i~/· 
Q. Are you sure Mr. Brag·g wast> ' · < born in Fairfax 
Countv? ;:-i.,. :~]f 
A. ifaybe be was born in Fairfax ~ _· ';':
1
~ y, but he ha~ been 
in Alexandria so long he has forgottef(~out it. ., 
. . \/~t:.· 
Mr. McCandhsb: That 1s all. .<Ii 
Mr. Williams: Thank you very mW,tI.r. Smoot. 
Tl ·t~;r,: 
was::::::: a !~~~;~II \~1!fro1~ief 11d, having been 
duly sworn, was examined and testifiec ~ollows: 
. 
DIRECT EXA:MINAT N, 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Mr. Hall, give yom full name to the Court .. 
A. Philip Bertram Hall.. 
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gag.ed inf 
Philip Be.rtram HalZ. 
Q. ·where do you liv.(', sh· 2 
A. Alexandria, Vitginia .. 
Q. ·what type ·olf ,vork :are you presently en .. 
A. I am the Director of Planning of the Citv of Alexandria. 
Q .... What 1.is your educational background :a:nd prof~ssionai 
traimngf 
A. I :am a graduate 'civil eng'ineer from .Renssellaer -Poly .. 
fochnic Institute in 1929. 
Q. H~ve ~ou been eug~g~d ltand have you follo:wed your 
prof essHm ~mce graduat~o~ .~f 
.. A. Y·e .. s., su. I taught 1n;_1t.gl~ge f.or ~nc year and worked 
rn the ~ighway Departm_~.~~t!N.ew York State for two years. 
I was m the army for f §~ ittl a half vears. I worked for 
.several small concerns t'-i f Ired for a surveyor for four 
Years in Alexandria ani.i"l ·r ve worked for the Citv of Alex-
imdria since 1946 as A.::- $~. ,nt City Engineer and Direct<n· of 
Pl(t}!g;hich deparl: :•'. :,iave you spent most of your thne 
while with Alexandrijj'fV'!, )/ . 
A. The Departmell ~ .. ublic __ 1.v orl~s. 
Q. And n?w you~~_., .:Piannmg Director? 
A. Yes, sir. .''·,#~{Fl. .z_ 
q. Have you prep![ }at o~r request a!l exhibit which .. is 
designed to show tl;;,:i.·· , , ges m Alexandria's boundary lme 
. down !ht :: <;its history! 
page ~.~} .A. "Ye~i· _ .: e. 
,F ·~-. -~'. 
. Mr,~ -~ dwa rcls : ~ . · ~er tbis map in evidence as Exhibit 
City · . 19 M! i· , 
(A Lap indicat~_(?~nges in boundaries of the (1ify ol' ~,!.' 
Alexandria was r~ ·-~~ - d in evidence and marked ~' Exliibit 
City No. I.'') : ~~ . .:~ f 
. ,ft'F: 
; .. .t,, 
:M:r~ Edwards: , .:. > '~)so offer a map designated ''Compari-
son of A1·eas '' as.." .,,:f:l" ~· it City No. 2. 
~::.·= ~ ' 
{A map de"Sigrni''.. "Comparison of Areas" was received 
in evidence and mfir .. d "Exhibit City No. 2. ") 
·\ 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Please explain briefly to the Court City Exhibit No, 1. 
A. This map is oriented so that the top of the map is nol"th, 
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the right-hand is east, the left.band is west, and the bottom 
is south. To orient the Court, Fairfax is on the extension 
of 236 out in this direction right here. 
In 1749 the original city was formed by charter, and is 
shown in the light pink and bounded as shown here. In 1762. 
an additional amount of land was tuken over by the City 
which brought the then city boundary up to St. Asath 's Street 
on the West, Pendleton Street on the north and between Booth 
and Wilkes on the south. At that time it was not extended 
to the west. 
page 70 } In 1798, considerably n1ore tenitory, practically 
. _twice as much as was already in the City at that 
time, wa,::; Qxtended to Montgomery Street on the nortl1, and 
to the li:ne which is shown here at this point, shown as the 
original District of Columbia lino. This was the original 
south corner of the District at that time. 
In 1853--one part of this land is shown ns 1851 but it .came-
into the City, went out and came back again-in 1852·: and 
1853 theee two small annexations occurred. They extei:i.ded 
the line out to what is known as the old corporate boundary 
line. .,. ·. 
The next major change was in 1'915 ut w bich time the bQtiµcl-
ary was extended so that the then north boundary, whicl.li 
was between First and Second Streets on the N ortb, was -~i~ 
tended out to its interse~tion with Braddock Road. This ~w:a:s 
in Arlington County ; then across the Lees burg Pike, or K1µg-
Street in the City of Alexandria, and the then countyJitl~:, 
ran along the old District line. It then crossed cormt:ry,_,'_l~\ 
the Little River Trrrnpike and down to wbat is knoww ni:;, 
~obert's Lane., to tlle head waters o~ Hunting 9re·e'k at -~l1i~t:, 
tune, and then fallowed the meandermg· shore Ime out to',tli~ff 
PotomJic River. This part of the' boundary in here dowri'.·t~t 
here is the same as it is today. There bits been no changtiti( 
that portion. i.' • ·• .. ,:·_.: 
In 1930, at tile time of the last annexation suits: 
page 71 ~ the actual suit was in· 1929, tile City acquired a Jitti~· 
more than double its size by ff::Cquiring from Ar:IiJ1g·;. 
ton County' that portion, and from Fair.fax County tllist:por{ 
tion by normal annexation snit. Tbaf made tiie totaf',size 
of the city ac; of today about 7.62 square miles, rougl1Iy ~900 
acres of land. That is tI1e status of the Citv todav. · 
Now, you will notice that we went to a i1aturnl boundary, 
or to Four :Mile Run on tbe north. ,v e cannot go to the east 
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because of the Potomac River. "\Ve came to this same bound-
ary, a large body of water that we saw yesterday afternoon. 
·we came there in 1915, and we have not changed the bound-
ary since t.hen. That was brought to this large body of water 
which you saw yesterday and was stopped at that point, being 
a natural boundary at that point. 
The other annexations have tended to go north and west. 
However, we cannot go north any more, because Arlington 
County is protected by state law against annexation. Vve are 
not able to go east because the river is in our way. 
Q. There is a litle white triangle there at the top. ·what 
does that represenU 
A. That is an extension of Arlingfon Countv. 
Q. That is an area- ...., .. *· -where we are not allowed to annex that territory. 
Tlij.'S is a large apartment section in here on both sides of 
.·. · Shirley Hig·hway, but it is in Arlington County. 
,;,p~ge 72 ~ "\Ve cannot take it over. \Ve are only allowed to 
:). // go west or south. There is no other way we can 
h\ "' :.·.· r:.:g,o~ 
}(\ts the attorneys have stated, we are looking· for vacant 
· Jµ;rl.d. For that reason we have gone to the west and this is 
.',. ·tu~ area colored in blue which the city now proposes to au-
. ::'J!~j. • 
' ... :&(Q. While you are there, explain exhibit City No. 2. 
}t\;:.!A. This exhibit was prepared to show the comparative 
/~:jJ:nount of land which is desired to be annexed compared to 
.~:t:J~e total area of Fairfax County, Alexandria, Arlington 
::,}~.~(mnty and the other area. The pink is the City of .A.lexan-
\¥t~ia as it is today; the lavendar or violet is Arlington County 
'?t{'i~ it is today; the green is Falls Church as it is today; and 
.{f:t1)is large light orange color is Fairfax County around to 
l~{fhere. This brown .:.color is the area proposed to be annexed. 
lrt~.Itis approximately;;tbe same sjzc ns the City of Alexandria. 
· ·,··;.$.;{~}Q. H_ow many square miles are there in Fairfax County,, 
· . f:};~;.f.lPProx1ma tely 1 
. h}:=::{:'A. About 417. . . · 
·W,;t.:~Q.· . And bow mairc·· square miles are there in the area tl1at ~-- ... ,, .,·b • t l t· ,n \t~in· emg reques ec or annexa 10111 
.?ff/A.. Approximately 7.65. It is a little less than 2 per cent 
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:Mr. Edwards: All right, sir. You may take 
page 73 ~ your seat. 
Q. Have you made any studies of the population 
trends in the City of .Alexandria? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit at our request that is de-
signed to show to the Court these trends f 
A. I have. 
· Q. Will you introduce it as Exhibit No. 31 
(A map entitled ''Population Trends'' was received in evi-
dence and marked '' Exhibit City No. 3. ") 
By :Mr. Edwards : 
Q. Explain this exhibit to the Court. 
A. Yes, sir. 
This map is a map which tends to show the increase or 
show the change in population in various areas of the city and 
in the area proposed for annexation. Figures are based on 
the United States Census fig·ures for 1930, 1940 and 1950, as 
we obtained them from the Census Bureau, with the exception 
of this figme in the County. This includes the Shirley-Du4e 
Apartment Development as filled up, and my information 
from them is that it is now .:filled up today so that includes 
the population in the Shirley-Duke area. 
Q. Is it reflected in the o~cial 1950 census 0/ ... 
A. I do not believe so. I can check tl1at, l\tI 1'. Edwards. ·t· 
Q. That i~ all rig·ht, if you do not believe so. . ,. 
page 74 ~ A. I am not sure of that. In order to prepar.~· 
this map, the City of Alexandria is divided into 89 
enumeration districts for the purpose of making the census·. 
It was impossible to show so :rp.any districts on the map it-
self, but we prepared these boundaries of these tracts in the 
area to follow a.s nearly as possible, in all cases except right 
in llere, enumeration boundaries. In this particular ar~a 
there might be four or five enumeration districts1 but the 
l1oundaries as shown here would follow certain districts. 
Q. Enumeration districts are tl10se fixed by the United 
States Bureau of the Census in order to make a ceusns ·or 
· enumeration of the population in a city or community? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Those are :fixed procedures Y 
A. That is correct. They are cban~:ed, however, every ten 
years. They do not stay constant from census to census. 
County or Fairfa~ ,~. City of Alexandria 
Philip Bertrani Hall . 
.Actually, in 1940, there were only 24 districts in the City. In 
1950 there were 89. 
The leg·end will show what these bars are. The bar on 
the left in each case is the 1930 population, the centraLoar 
is the T940 population and the bar on the rig·ht is the 1950. · 
population. 
In other words, in this district right here, in 1930-and 
. they are based on a scale here of so many thou .. 
pag-e 75 } sand population-this particular district in 1930 
had 3,195 persons; in 1940 it had 7,370 persons; 
in 1950 it had 10,676 persons. 
In each case, throughout the whole city there has been a 
gradual, or in some cases a pronounced, increase in populat-
tion from 1930 to 1950, and this covers a period since your 
last annexation, to show what happened in the city. 
it one point her~, in Parkfairfax, up until 1940, there was 
11o;population in the area at all. It was a hillside. 
Q. Is that part of the area that was annexed in 19301 
A. Yes, sir. The area annexed in 1930 is bounded approxi .. 
ln~tely on a line through here to there, then somewhere over 
along that line and came down through there, and up in here .. 
All. of that area in here was in the 1930 annexation. This 
is)now the Parkfairfax Development. At the present time 
it '.h~s 5,700 people., where in 1940 it had none. 
;\ :.Q. Does the 1930 annexation area show the most rapid 
gfpwth during the last decade t 
.::A. Yes, sir, that is visible on the map: because the amount 
~tthe steps would illustrate the amount of growth in the 
~~a. While the older . part of town has the steps compara-
~~vely small from period to period, except this one right here 
w,here there were a number of apartments built, these steps 
~ie all large from '30 to '40 and the County, of course, with 
\i: Shirley-Duke, shows the same situation. 
: p~ge 76 } Q. Related to population trends, of course, its 
··:· . structures, housing for people who make up the 
p~pulatiou, have you made any studies and have you pre-
~jlr.ed an exhibit, that is designed to show construction over 
th(i last decade in the Citv of Alexandria 7 
·'. A. Yes, sir. .. 
Mr. Edwards: ,v e offer that as exhibit City No. 4. 
( A document entitled '' City Building Construction'' was 
received in evidence and marked "Exhibit City No. 4".) 
;,~fi,::_.:E,.&, .. f,qfr. ·. ·, . ·./),/'{~."'}'. ~-- ·., ..... ::·:·. · ·· .. ·:··, ,.=.= .. · ·./ .:·.··:-7Yff-:-:. · ... ·: · ·.·· .... ·. ,· ; .. ,. , , · · .,, .. , ·1 
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By :Mr. Edwards~ 
Q. W"ill you explain exhibit City No. 4 '1 
A. This exhibit is a compilation of the building construc-
tion in the City since 1940, in the decade 1940 to 1950. This 
is compiled from the records in the office of the Building In-
spector. It does not show actual number of buildings in any 
particular point, but where buildings have been built. It will 
be noticed that if you relate this map to that one, here we 
hav.e .a very large increase in population, here we have a 
solid . .re~ block of building construction. This was all built 
in the peiiod 1940 to 1950. In this area, which is bounded 
by these particular lines; we have another large increase in 
1940 to 1950, and you see in here another large amount of 
red area which is area which was built upon. 
In these areas in the downtown section down in 
page 77 } here, our increases were comparatively small in 
population, and that is borne ont by a very small 
amount of construction down here which is the one you saw 
being built yesterday, that large apartment hotel project. 
There is downtown one section which showed a very high 
step, this property rig·ht here, and that is due to construction 
of apartments right in here. The construction there is tbe 
new Braddock Lig·ht and Power Company plant which was 
visible on the first day of the trip as we went to tile north 
before we turned to go across the boulevard. The plant wa~; 
to the north. 
Most of this development is residential, either apartment 
or single family. Practically an of tI1is out in here is single-
family. You will find apartments here, here and there. 
Q. The greater development is in the 1940-1950 area, is- it 
noU 
A. Yes, sir .. 
l\fr. Edwards: ,v c offer as Exhibit City 4-A a sI1eet show-
:~~ ing the volume of building com,truction by a bar graph dur-
ing the decade that tl1e witness is- .testifying about. 
(A sheet showing volume of bnilclin~ construction wRs re-
ceived in evidence and marked "filxhibit City 4-A."') 
page 78 ~ By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. ·wm you jnst briefly comment on what that 
isY 
A. This graph was prepared in the office of the Citv Build-
ing- Inspector, and it ·was Irnpt np from year to year. It 
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actually is on the wall, hanging in the building inspector's 
office. It shows the dollar volume of building construction 
from Janua1-y, 1910, to January, 1950, and it shows that from 
1910 to 1930 and even through 1935., there was a compara-
tively small volume, so far as dollars were concerned for 
building. In 1936 the graph began to rise, and of course this 
Iarg·e rise here in 1941, which is at the beginning· of the emer-
gency period or just before the war. In 1942, '43, and '44, the 
building dropped off badly, not because they did not want to 
have a place to live, but because there were no materials avail-
able under WPB regulations. In 1945, as soon as the war 
was over, it began again to rise, and in 1950 or '49 the dollar 
volume of building in the City of Alexandria was approxi-
mately $13,600,000. 
Q. Have you given any consideration to these population 
trends and the density that results from the population in the 
City of Alexandria ·t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit that is desig·ned to give 
the Court a picture of that 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 79 ~ l\f.r. Edwards: ·wm you introduce it as exhibit 
City No. 51 
(A document showing population trends and densities was 
rcceiv-ed in evidence and marked" Exhibit City No. 5 ".) 
Hv .M.r. Edwards: 
"Q. ·wm you explain this exhibit? 
A. This exhibit is based upon the data obtained here. In 
order to eliminate a large number of exhibits, we reduced the 
size of the maps. This particular outline is the same outline 
as this, reduced in scale, so we could put all three periods, 
rnao, 1940 and 1950, on one exhibit. 
Q. \,Vhat is the significance of population densities in city 
growth? 
A. Population density is an indication of whether or not 
,ve are beginning to get filled up, or whether our people are 
reaching a point where they cannot further increase in popu-
lation without losing tbe benefits of light, air, open space, 
parks and things of that sort. 
Q. Is it a fact also to be taken into account in the determi-
nation of whether additional area is needed for a municipality? 
mi.i 
~· 
' r.: i 
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A. Yes, sir, it is. 
Q. All right, sir. Proceed. 
A. This map is broken down into the same area as thi~ 
one and the population shown on here, divided lJy 
pag-e 80 ~ the net area of each one of these districts, gives the 
figures which shows in each of these points. 
Tho Court cannot read them, I understand, but they are 
there. 
N'ow, in order to show it graphically, we set up a leg·l'nd 
in which the blank space, the white space, covers a density 
of zero to 4.9 persons per acre. The lightest of the cross-
hatching is from 5 to 9.9 persons per acre. The next heaviest 
is 10 to 14.fJ; uext 15 to 24.9; next 25 to 34.9; and the solid 
r(,d i~ over 35 persons per acre. 
This is based on net acreage, actual livable acreage, taking 
out parks and streets and cemeteries where· people cannot 
live. It does not take out industrial land, because it is pos-
sibie that some industrial land might some time be rezoned 
and become residential. 
. Iu 1930, the time of the last annexation, it will be noticed 
that t.he annexation line wus generally along in tbis area there,. 
Hild you will notice that the area here, Del-Ray and the town 
of Potomac, which was taken into the City, and this area, whfoh 
is partly in the annexation territory and partly without, and 
everything else, was less than 4.9 persons per acre in 1H30,. 
whon we took it over. 
Q. How does that compare with the area we are seeking 
to annex in this case ? 
page 81 ~ A. It is within the same density pattern which 
we have at the present time. The area in the county 
which we were proposing- to annex in 1930 had a density of 
.13 persons per acre. 
Q. And what is the density of the area of tho county now 
that we propose to annex in 1950! 
A. Based on 1950 population, including Shirley-Duke, it is 
2.44 persons per acre, or 18 times what it was in 1930. 
Q. 18 times tl1e density factor in the area that came in in 
]!)30~! 
A. That is right . 
. AR we follow across from 1930 to 1940, we perceive that 
tho area annexed in 1930 has begun to build up. This is in 
1.940. 1'his area here, which was Del-Ray and the town of 
Potomac area, has increased from 9.7 persons per acre to 17 
persons or almost double in that :first ten-year period. This 
'Coun1:y ·of Fairrax v. City of Alexandria 
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n rea 11as gone from 1.7 to 5.6 .and the area up here went from 
4.H to 9.3. 
It will be noted in here also that tbe downtown area, which 
h: this m·ea here., was the highest in city area. · 
It ·will be noted that the downtown area in all cases here 
lws eitbe1· been of the highest density or the one immediately 
below t11at, as shown h1 one of these two highest density 
legends here. · 
page 82 } In 1950, if we follow this through down here, we 
find that there are no more white areas left in the 
City of .Alexandria. That is, there are no more areas where 
the density is below 4.9 persons per acre. The lowest density 
we have ht bere is an area of 5.4 persons. That is the area 
out in here, where the Potomac yards and the United States 
G<:wemm.ent pl'Operty are. The only actual livable area or 
ocenpied area is a portion rig·ht here in this area. 
Q. Is it your thoug·bt that the presence of the industrial 
nrens~ the industry in the area to which you have refern:d, 
ha~ resulted in a dilution of population density? 
A. It has to some extent. ,v e do not take out all of the land 
the railroad owns in making density, because a certain portion 
of it here it is possible could be developed. I do not believe 
it ever will be, but it could be, and therefore it was included 
in out· area. 
~rhe downtown areas, these three areas, have increased now 
to our highest density v.alue, in which this is 65.6 persons liel'e 
per lWre. 
rrhat is not an indication of the highest density in the City 
of A.Jexanclria. vYe have in the apartment section downtown, 
right in here, one block where we have a density of at least 140 
lJ()rsons per acre. That is the maximum density I know of in 
the City. That is a single block that is not represented hm·c 
because the other blocks around it are not as hi.gh 
page 83 } and therefore it drops the whole density down over 
all, but all of the area which is covered by the lust 
nnnc~xation lms now reached a point of 5.4, 7.6, 8.3, 12.4, up to 
n maximum in Parkfairfax of 32.7 persons per acre. 
In otber words, we have now reached a point where this 
has nll come up a.hove our lowest density, and most of it is 
nbove our second lowest. 
The area in the county which is proposed to be annexed is 
Htill in the lowest density classification, 2.4 persons per acre. 
Q. Is the 11se to wliich land is put, or does the use to whi.ch 
land is put in a municipality bear any significance to the need 
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for land in the future Y Does present land use bear any refeT-
ence to what is needed t 
.A. The vacant land does, yes,. sir. 
Q. Have you made any study of the present use to which the-
land of the City of Alexandria is being putt 
A .. Y cs, sir. 
(~. Have yon reduced that to an exhibiU 
A. Yes,. sir, we have. 
Q. Is that what is commonly referred to in the· Plam1ing. 
Fielcl as. a land-use map t 
1~. Yes,. it is. 
:Mr. Edwards: We introduce it as Exhibit City 6. 
page 84 ~ (The land-use map was received in evidence an<l'. 
marked "Exhibit City No. 6. ") 
Judge Brown: Mr. Edwa:rds, how much more testimony 
will you offer through :M.r .. HalU 
lrfr. Edwards: If the Court would prefer, thinking· in tenns 
of lunch, this would be a good time to· break, because some· 
of you know that it is a pretty lengthy explanation when you 
get into land use~ 
J uclge Brown: I think this would be a good time then. Let's 
recess for an hoar .. 
{Wiiereuporr, at 12 :30 o 'ciiock p. m., the Court adjourned to~ 
reconvene at 1 :30 p. m. of the same day.) 
page 85 f AFTERNOON SESSION. 
The session reconvened at I :30 o 'dock p. m .. 
:Mr. Edwards: "\Ve offer City Exhibits C-o, which is a fam.T 
use map, C.7, a panelled chart on population g-rowth,, al1(I 
C-7a, which is related to C-7. 
Mr. :M:cCandlis-h: Just a minute, :M:r. Edwards, we are going· 
to get mixed up very badly; we introdncecI C-1 through C-13 .. 
Mr. Edwards : v'\T ell, we hccve them all marked ''City"', so, 
we will keep it that way. 
Judge Brown:- Received. 
(The documents so identified were received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit City Nos. 6~ 7~. and 7a".) 
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resumed the stand, and, having been previously sworn, was 
examined and testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv l\fr. Edwards: 
., Q. :Mr. Hall, will you proceed to explain the three exhibits 
which have just been introduced commencing with the land 
use map1 
:M:r . .Marsh: ·what exhibit is that 1 
The ,vitncss: No. 6, the land use map. This map is based 
on a physical survey of the City itself and of the area re-
qneHted for annexation in which the orange color 
page 86 ~ shows the land which is now actually occupied and 
used for residential purposes; the green color is 
used to denote public and semi-public lands which includes 
schools, fire stations, parks, cemeteries, anything which may 
be conceived to be semi-public or public property; the red 
designation is the commercial area, so used, regardless of how 
it is zoned. It is so used as a commercial area at the present 
tinrn. The 1mrple color is the industrial area as it is now 
used, aiid the white uncolored area is streets or vacant land. 
There is nothing more that I know of to describe here, Mr. 
Edwards, at the present time, unless you wish to have me 
tulk about something further. 
Bv Mr. Edwa1'ds: 
~ Q. Suppose you give us a rough explanation of the next 
chart. 
A. This chart over here, the chart on the left is a popu-
lation growth chart. That is Exhibit City 7. On that chart 
we have plotted populations from 1900 up to 1950 for Arling-
ton, E,airfax, and the City of Alexandria, and we have pro-
jected the expected growth of Alexandria, if it does not annex 
property. 
Q. "\Vhat was the population of Alexandria at the time of the· 
1930 annexation? 
A. In 1930 it was 24,159. 
Q. vVhat was the population in 1940? 
A. 33,523. 
page 87 ~ Q. Go ahead. 
A. The population which does 11ot show anywhel'c 
on here except in this chart ove1· here, on the annexed territory 
is 11,000 people at present. 
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,v e have projected two curves, this curve which would he 
the probable rate of g-rowth of Alexandria without annexation; 
the other, the projected rate of growth with annexation of thi:s 
tcrl'itorv. 
To explain this territory we have had in the past ten years, 
in all areas in the Country, an unprecedented rate of growth. 
I would like to read from the bond prospectus of the County 
on their sewer bonds, one statement. 
Q. Is that the bond prospectus that was among the exhibits 
C-1. to 13 introduced by Mr. l\foCandlish this morning? 
A. I believe so. On this page 5 the County states, under 
the last paragrnph: 
'' The unprecedented and phenomenal development of the 
suburban communities surrounding the City of ·washington 
since the beginning of the recent war period makes it imprac-
tical to employ any rational method, based upon the growth 
<.l.t Pairfax County, or the District alone, to forecast the future 
population of the District.'' 
That same statement is true of any area within the Wash-
ing-ton regional area. It 1s hard to say what the 
page 88 ~ future world conditions will do in ,v ashington. If 
we have more of these crises like we have been 
having for the past several months, we will have additional 
},ederal employees. 
Q. Have you used, roughly, the formula used by the County 
in its estimates for the sewer bond-
A. Yes, sir. As nearly as I can determine, the County in 
their population estimates-and I go back to this prospectus 
ugain-statecl that there were 28,000 persons,-
:Mr. l\Iarsh: Not so fast. Did you say 28,000 persons in the 
Sanitarv District¥ 
The :Witness: Yes, the Sanitary District, and approxi-
mately 70,000 persons in 1980. 
If we project-what I have had to do is try to pick a normal 
rate of growth which is somewhere· near the rate of growth 
l,etween 1920 and 1940, projecting· the rate of growth from 
1940 to 1950. 
The rate of growth from 1920 to 1940, was approximately 
between 36 and 40 per cent. If we projected the figures tliat 
the County has on the bond prospectus on that rate of growth, 
we will come out w·ithin 1 or 2 thousand of their projected 
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.growth fo 1980, which I believe is fairly close for any pt·o-
jL~ction of this kind .. 
population of the City of Alexandria from this point on this 
But we would normally have expected to project · our 
population of the City of Alexandria from this point on this 
average rate of growth down hel'C. However, we 
page 89 } are getting to the point whei·e we are getting. very 
short on vacant land, as I will show you in a minute, 
m:i.d fo1~ that reason we feel that while there may be still a 
short lleriod of time when the population will continue to in-
crease at a somewhat similar rate of grO\vth for this area 
here, it will suddenly begin to drop off. 
BY ?\Ir. Edwards: 
·Q. Does that mean that the City has reached the saturation 
point? 
A. That is right. ·we will about the period of 1960 or pos-
sibly somewhat before it, depending on conditions, on the 
]Jreseut density of the city, if we carry the same density on 
the use of om land forward as we have today, be completely 
};ttturatecl somewhere between 1957 and 1960. ·· The exact time 
I can't tell you, because I do not believe anybody can tell 
YOU. 
· If, however, we should annex territory which would mean 
an increase of 11,000-which is more or less that vertical 
line there-,,w would then have sufficient vacant land that we 
could expect to increase in the future at least for a period 
of time, at the aveTage rate of tbe area, which is about 36 
per cent. 
And this has been projected forward on 36 per cent to 1960. 
At that point we again reach a point where our vacant land 
is becoming very low. 
pnge 90 } Q. That is, the vacant laud-
A. That would be left in this whole area. 
Q. If annexation in 1950 becomes a fact? 
A. That is right. At that point we are becoming short of 
nrna.nt land in 1960, and we would have a population of ap-
proximately 98,000 people for the combined area, and again 
we would stm·t to drop off on our population curves because 
om land is beginning to give out on us again. 
Now to show you what we would have on this chart of land 
use-
Q. ':rhat is City Exhibit 7? 
A. Yes. These are all part of No. 7. 
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1-Ve took the areas just described here as being used for· 
residential, commercial, and industrial, public and vacant 
land-
Q. J.\:Ir. Hall, I am afraid that you do not appreciate what 
the reporter is getting in the record. The word ''here'', does. 
not mean anything. Please refer to city exhibit 6, and so 
forth. 
A. vVe took the area both in the City and the County and 
computed. the areas of each of these various uses we have 
euumeraJed ·on here, No. 6. That is shown on this central 
chart on· No. 7 and is also shown on the table which is exhibit 
No .. 7-A. 
The black areas. are the acreage am.1 percentage for the 
Citv. 
page 91 } The cross-hatched areas are the acreages and 
percentages for the area proposed to be annexed. 
For residential we have today 1,748 acres, or approximately 
B6 per cent. 
That exact figm~e I will take off the table, and it is. 35.9; 
per cent. 
In the City again, for public and semi-pubic land we have 
554 acres now in use, or 11.4 per cent of the total land area .. 
Commercial, we have 143 acres in the City, which is 2.9 per 
cent of the total land ar·ea. 
Industrial area, we are now using 627 acres. That includes 
the railroad property of which '\Ve have a: considerable amount 
iill the Citv of Alexandria. 
And we have included tlrnt mr industrial. That amounts to 
12.9 per cent of the total city area. 
Streets and aIIeys make up a considerable portion of any 
city. They have to in order to· divide the City properly .. We· 
have in that category 777 acres·, or·approximately 15.9 per cent,, 
wbich is probably low for the average city. 
"\Ve have in the City today 868 acres, or- 17.8. per cent,. of 
vacant land. 
There is also unusable land, waste land, water land, in the· 
City which is typified by this in Iiere, which is 
page 92 } shown in white, the land between the city boundary 
and the shoreline here, and Hunting Creek here, nnd 
I1ere; a total of 159 acres of land which cannot be used for 
anytl1ing else but boating. I mean, it is not of any use to, 
the City as far as expansion is concerned. 
That gives us a total in the City, as shown on this chart,. 
of 4,876. acres of land, broken down as shown on here1 amt 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 177 
Philip Bertrarn Hall. 
broken down as shown on this map. The chart and map go 
together. 
In the county area which we propose to annex the same 
symbols will apply here-the same uses. Residential, we have 
a total usetl at the present time 433 acres, which is 8.9 per 
cent of the proposed annexation area. ,v e have 171 acres of public and semi-public, or 3.5 per cent. 
\Ve have only 15 acres of land actually used, commercially 
which is about 3/tenths of 1 per cent. It is possible that 
this may have changed somewhat since the origfoal map was 
made. It was made about a month and a half ago, and there 
may be some areas which are now being built upon which were 
not being built upon at the time the map was made. 
The industrial is 17 4 acres, and that includes a strip along 
the railroad which we have said is used industrial. 
page 93 ~ And the area here by the Northern Virginia Cou .. 
crete Company and the Temple Foundry Company 
and the Fruit Growers Express. 
The streets and alleys in the county are only 144 acres, 
which is a percentage of 2.9 per cent, which is very low com-
pared with our 15.9 per cent. 
However, if you compare this on the table-the figures can 
only be obtained from the table-compare the percentage of 
the streets in the third column with the percentage of the 
developed area-you will find that for the streets and alley"" 
,vays for the City it is 20.2 per cent and for the annexation· 
territory percentage of developed area it is 15.4 per cent. So 
there is not so much difference between the areas for the parts 
that have been developed. 
There is no waste land, such as the water area, in the County 
area, but we do have a total of 3,959 acres of vacant land iu 
this proposed annexation territory. And that is what we are 
hying· to get-this vacant land that we can expand upon and 
develop. 
Q. You have said that in the City of Alexandria there is 
this percentage of 17.8 per cent area vacant. 
A. Yes. sir. (~. Ho,v does that compare with vacant areas, well, let us 
sav in the Citv in which studies were made and in the urban 
" land uses with which you are familiar? Those which 
page 94 ~ were reflected in this court before in the Falls 
Church case-I mean reflected in other annexation 
cases in Virginia f 
A. Based on the urban-land use, which study was made by 
·.' 
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Ifarvnrd University the average of the cities at that time, 
vacant land was 39.9 per cent. However, the most recent 
fig111·os that I h~ve seeu were used by the Fairfax Planning 
.Accountant in the Covington case, which had 39 dties studied 
arid showed the average vacant land to be 34.9 per cent. That 
is based on a 39-city average. 
(~. That would mean, then, that in the studies of the Har-
vard urban laud usage there is twice as much vacaut land in 
too typical cities considered in that study, as we find here 
in Alexandria f 
A. That is approximately true. We have just above half as 
much vacant fond as the average city has. 
The third party of this chart is merely a graphic presenta-
tion of the density figure that is shown on tho density map. 
In tlH~ dm1sity map ·we did not show the over-all density of 
the City of Alexandria. ,Ve showed it by districts. v\T e did 
show an overall densitv for the annexation territorv which is 
. this figure rig-ht here. \Ve had a gross area of 4,876 acres, a 
net area of 3,185 acres, and a population of Alexandria 61,604 
by the census which gave us a net density of 19.34 persons 
per acre. In other words, every acre in the City of Alexandria 
must support 19.34 persons at the present time. 
page 95 ~ The annexation territory, which is this area out 
here, has an area of 4,896 acres, of which there 
is a net area of 4,545 acres, with a population of 11,000, giving 
a net density of 2.42 persons per acre. 
In other words, it is comparatively undevelope<l land. 
If combined-which the last two figures are-the two com-
bined together, for what it is worth, 9,772 acres would be the 
total ar.reage or area of the City and the annexation territory, 
of which there ,vould be at the present figure 7,730 acres of 
usable land, or used land including vacant with a total popu-
lntion of 72,604 persons. 
This is merely the sum of these two points; Giving an over-
nil density in that area of 9.39 persons per acre. 
I think that is about a11 that is shown on the chart. 
Q. I wish you would go back to Exhibit No. 6 and take the 
areas in white, if you will, and explain them to the Court .. 
A. That is within the City? 
Q. That is within the City on exhibit 6 .. 
A. 1.~his area right in here-
1\fr. Marsh: Pardon me, but I cannot see, l\fr. Hall 
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rrhe ·witness: I will have to stand over here so that I can 
see also. , . , 
1mge 96 ·~ This land in here is the site of an old 'City dmn}J. 
It is low, subject to flood, and it is only possible to 
use it-its O'nly possible valid use would be for industrial use. 
At the present time the owner of that property would have to 
do considernble work in order to make it available for indus-
trial use, and us far as I can determine there is no desire to sell · 
it for that. It is not on the market at the present time. 
I am going to take only the larger areas. 
'rhis area here is known as the Hume Estate. That land 
luis been in one ownership for a great number of years. It 
is availab]e for sale, but the price-and the only information 
I can get as to what the price is, is this-has gone from 
~omewhere around $3,000 an acre to $6,000 an acre. That 
is of course, hearsay. I do not know exactly what they want 
for it. Bnt I know there have been two attempts to develop 
this in the past four or five years, and in one case the people 
who were :financing it died before they had a chance to develop 
it, and it has laid dormant since that time. 
This land over here is what is called Monticello Park. When 
we :fii·st made this map this was all colored white. Since then 
ronstrnction has started and the area in here and going up 
here, including- that, has been properly approved by the Plan-
11ing Commission and development is expected to 
puge 97 } start immediately. 
The area shown here is known as the Delanev 
!"rruct. That land is available for development, but the price 
apparently is somew11ere in the neighborhood of between 
$7,000 and $8,000 an acre·. There have been several attempts-
there l1ave been people come into the engineer's office and the 
Phnming Commission's Office to see what can be done with it, 
ttnd they have not been able to make arrangements with the 
ow1Hn-s of the land. The land has remained idle and probably 
will for some time. 
This land from here to here on both sides of the road is 
c-tlso owned by the owner of this other land, Mr. Delaney, 
particularly this land here fronting on Seminary Road is not 
f 01· sale. It is for lease, not for sale, and the price is fairly 
hig'h. It is not moving at all. 
The land shown in here is for sale but for some reason or 
other it has not moved. That has been sitting there for prob-
ably the last 10 years, when all this development has been 
going on around it. It has not moved at all. 
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There has been one piece of laud in here which is shown 
vacant,. but which has been sold to a church. The church 
intends to build on it but we had to show it as vacant because 
the:L'e is no building on it now .. 
In this land here there is one house. This was recently 
~;ubdivided iAto three lots, but they are still vacant. 
T-he land at this point here is what is known as 
page 98 }. Glover Subdivision. The original, or preliminary 
subdivision plan has been approved by the City 
Pla..mi.img Commission and. that includes everything up to 
there and dQWU there and across there. He has since put on 
two sections to the final plan of subdivision hnt there has. 
been nothing started there except the road.. The road has 
been graded and the sewers put in aud he is going al1ead 
slowly with building·.. He has built about 40 houses up here-
in the last two years and withiu the next year and a half this 
will probably be used up .. 
Mr .. Marsh; You mean all of tllat ,vhite wm be used np,1. 
The ·witness : This particular tract here, where I ran my 
pointer across .. 
This area up Iu~re is known as the Dangerfield tract made· 
up of three tracts, ancl there are one or two property owners 
who live and face on Delaney's Lane. As far as I know, tl1e-
tract has never been for sale. It is in an estate, and I doubt 
if it will ever be for sale as long as the present owners are· 
living·. 
The Howard tract on over here., and on tlle other side of 
the road-he owns this land and a portion of land along that 
general line in there. This has been partially subdivided, par-
ticularly along that side of Key Drive and the people are-
gradually going ahead and building houses on tlte 
page 99 } lots they have bought .. 
In here I1e bas publicly stated he does not iu-
tend to sell any more of the land adjoining his I10me, which 
is right here. He does not want people living any closer to 
him. 
This land here is the C11apel Hill Subdivision. The lots 
there are an acre or better, and are graclully being built up 
as the people can afford to build houses tlley have to pnt on 
tl1ere. 
This area is an area to wI1ich tllc title is in dispute, nncl 
it is completely land.locked. As you can see, tiiere are a 
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number of developed houses back in the area there, but it is 
something· that came down to us the last time we annexed 
some land from Fairfax County, and the condition is no bet-
ter now than it was then. The title is still disputed. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Does that explanation sulJstantially cover all the vacant 
areas in the City shown on this exhibit¥ 
A. I would say it covers about 80 per cent of it anyway,. 
other than individual vacant lot~. 
There is one I forgot to explain up here. A portion of 
Beverly Hills. The day before yesterday we drove up this 
street to Beverly Hills. This land was over to the right. 
It is completely surrounded. There is a road 
page 100 ~ down through it but the land is very rough, the 
topography is very steep, and for that reason it 
is hard for a developer to make a financial go of the develop-
ment of that land. . 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit showing a zoning of tlw -
areas involved? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: ,vc offer that map as City Exhibit No. 8. 
(Zoning map referred to was received in evidence and 
marked " City Exhibit No. 8. ") 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Will you tell us about Exhibit 8, please? 
A. Yes, sir. 
This map is a map based upon the official city zoning map, 
and tbe information in the area proposed to he annexed was 
obtained from the County Plannin~: Commission, based upon 
their basic zoning· map and the ordinances and cl1ang·es that 
they have made since that time. I assume that this is sub-
stantially correct, but there may be minor variations that 
I have not got information on. 
However, this map is the zoning of the City of Alexandria 
as it was on the first of October, 1950. There have been no 
changes tbat I know of since tliat time. 
The various zones are shown in color. Now the 
png·e 101 ~ colors in tl1e two areas do not relate to each other, 
so don't get confused about tlmt. 
The brown area on here and over here is our highest resi-
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· The white area is the next lowest residential zone, the A 
zone. Both the A and the A-1 zone are sing;le family zones. 
Q. A re they largely found in the area that was annexed in 
19:~01 
A. That is right. 
page 102 ~ The blue area is duplex or two-family homes. 
l\Iost of tlmt is also in the area from the 1930 an-
nexation, chiefly because this particular section was the sec-
tion callecl the Town of Potomac which was partially de-
velopecl in 1930 at the time we took it over, and it has g-rad-
ually turned from single-family homes to a duplex type. They 
are not all duplex houses in there, but they are so zoned that 
they can use those houses for duplex use. 
The yellow color that you see here, which is tlie next one 
of these, is also residential, and it h:; what is known ns the 
C-1 residential or row-house type of zoning·. Practically al1 
of the downtown section is zoned that way, because when the 
_ hou~es. were originally built in the downtown section, they 
were built as row houses. They are still occupied for that 
use. 
The orange color--still within tlie city now-here~ here, 
and here (indicating·) i~ a multi-family or apartment dwell-
ing· type. Those are all apartments or apartment zones. The 
majority of those are occupied. The only maj01· piece of 
apartment zoning which is not occupied is the Hume tract. 
Practically all of the rest of the apartment zone is occupied. 
There is a small piece in bere (indicating) that is not, but 
thi8 is the only section. 
The red color, of which you see a small amount, is what 
is known as t11e D-1 commercial, which takes care of special 
offices, antique shops, and the very very light. 
page 103 ~ type of commercial development. There is a very 
small amount of it in the citv. 
The green areas are the D-2 commercial which cover tl1e 
actual stores and other commercial uses common to most 
comm uni ties. 
The purple area is zoned industrial and in most cases is 
so used. You can find that the purple on the land use map 
fairly 'Yen agrees with the purple area on the zoning· map. 
In the countv area our colors are different. The white 
area, the area which is not colored on the county map, is zoned 
suburban Tesidentinl, accordin~ to my understanding of the 
zoning code, and that is the third lowest zone. You have 
agricultural, rural rcsiclenial, and tl1en suburban residentialt 
going· down. 
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Q. Let me ask, iu the light of your use of the term "agri~ 
·cultural zone,'' is there any area that you know of in the 
territory sought to be annexed that bas been. zoned for agri-
cultral use by Fairfax County f 
A. No, sir, there is none shown on the maps that we have. 
Q. You mean that tllese farms that were pointed out yes-
terday are zoned for something other tlian agricultral use 1 
A. Most of the farms that we saw yesterday and were 
pointed out yesterday are zoned in. the suburban residential 
zone. .A few of them-I don't remPmber exactly where .they 
are-might be in the urban residential zone; but 
page 104 ~ the majority of them are in this suburban resi-
dential zone. 
Q. I notice Shirley-Duke on this map is left in white, which 
indicates it is suburban residential; is that a facU 
A. It isn't a fact, and I don't know whether that is some-
thing we didn't g-et when we contacted the Plaintiff. That 
may be in error. That will have to be checked. You see there 
is no zoning for multi-family dwellings in the ],airfax County 
Code. There is only a special use permit. 
Q. In other words, Fairfax County makes no effort to zone 
for multiple dwellings f 
A. Not as a matter of special zoning, no, sir. They only 
issue a special use permit. 
ci. Does that mean that each holder of property has to ob-
tain an individual permit for development of multiple dwell-
inµ· units? 
A. That is my understanding. I might also point out that 
this is the suburban residential zone, and unless I am mis-
taken, the amendment to the County Code, the Zoning Code 
of June 1., 1950, makes it impm~sible now to zone or to give a 
special use permit for apartments in that particular zone. It 
would onlv be able to fall now in the urban residential zone. 
This was ·the only area in this whole section in which they 
could give a use permit for apartment projects. 
Q. Prior to this ,July, 1950, change, was it possible for a 
person to be in this annexed area and build a very 
page 105 ~ fine residence and then find three weeks later that 
Shirley-Duke or a multiple apartment might be 
right next door? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you consider that good zoning? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you consider i.t any zoning at all as far as multiple 
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dwellings are concerned, by virtue of the use of these special 
use permits 1 
A. It is probably the normal type of county zoning·.. It i8 
not municipal or urban zoning. 
Q. Is it the kind of zoning that ought to be found in an 
urbanized area t 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Is it the kind that ought to be found in the area which 
we are seeking .tn.annexf 
A. No, sir.' " ~ 
Now the ·next· color that we have here is this heavy blue 
section traversed by the Shirley Highway. That is one step-
above the white. That is a rural residential zone. It includcR 
a numb'er of houses which have been built down here on what 
was the Moore property originally. They are not farms ;: 
they are fairly large estates. There might be a little cattle-
grazing there, but as far as actual farming is concerned, I 
don't consider that there is any farming· done there. That is 
the only section of rural zoning in this part of the county. 
The next color we find is the orange area wl1ich 
page 106 } is the-
Q. Just a moment. ·wm you point out on the 
map the spot at which we stopped the day before yesterday 
on the Shirley Highway and got out and enjoyed the scenery( 
A. It is here (indicating). 
Q. And that overlooks the blue property to which you lmvc 
just made reference 1 
A. Yes. 'The orange zone sI10wn on here is what is known 
as the urban residential zone. That is the smallest lot size-
of any residential zone in the County, and it is one zone wJ1ere 
it is now possible to give a use pe-rmit for apartment dwe11-
ings, and the only one, according to tllis latest amendincmt. 
Q. You mean the orange tbnt is in tbe annexed area r · 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Does that mean that it would be possible, for instance, 
to get an apartment permit-
~: Mr. Marsh: Mr. Edwards, just a moment. If the Court. 
please, I object to the leading- questions. He has an expert. 
Let him ask the questions and Irnve the witness answer them .. 
Mr. Edwards: Let me finish my question. 
Judge Brown: Go ahead, Mr. Edwards. The objeetion is. 
overruled. 
Mr, Marsh: Exception .. 
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page 107 ~ By l\ir. Edwards: 
Q. Does that mean a person could come into 
this orange section which was pointed out and build an apart-
ment house immediately across the street in this zone, which 
would be across from the highest zoned section of Alexan-
dria! 
A. Yes, the Board of Appeals has the power to grant sueh 
a use permit in that zone. 
Q. Do you think that is the kind of zoning that ought to 
protect restricted residential areas such as that zone in Alex-
andria Y 
A. No., sir, but we have no control over it. 
Q. In your opinion, how can we get control of a situation 
that might have that possibility in iU 
A. The only way we can get zoning control that I know of 
in my opinion is that we actually control the territory by 
having the same government. 
The next color, which is green, is what is known as gen-
eral business zoning. That is a commercial zone similar to 
the city zoning. 
The red, shown at the$e points, one here, and one right 
here (indicating) is the rural business zoning. That is an-
other type of business zoning that has certain restrictions 
that the other type does not have. 
The purple, which is this area through here (indicating), 
is zoned bv the Countv for industrial use. 
page 108 ~ I think that covers :in of the zonirnr. As I said 
before, we liave no control over wha'f the County 
does in the area contiguous to the City. 
Q. Well, we will discuss a little later on the subdivision 
control beyond the corporate limits, but for the moment let's 
pass to another subject. 
Have vou fashioned an exhibit that is calculated to show 
certain community of interest that now exists between Alex-
andria and the territory that is being soug·ht ! 
A. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. Edwards: That will be Exhibit City 9. 
(The document was received in evidence and marked "Ex-
hibit City No. 9 .. ' ') 
page 109 ~ By !fr. Edwards : . 
Q. Tell us about Exhibit No. 9. 
A. ,,7hen we started to investigate or to work on the an-
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ncxation case, we felt that we should find out what interest 
the people in the area had which was common to those people 
and the people of the City of Alexandria, and the Chamber 
of Commerce made a survev in the area bv actual canvass on 
a questionnaire prepared by the Planning Commission. The 
queHtionnaire asked a number of questions, such as "Where 
do yon shop?", ""Where do you go to clmrcb?", or rather, 
'' Do you go to Church in Alexandria 1' ', not '' ·where do you 
go to church?'' 
'' Do vou use Alexandria schools 1 '' '' Do vou use the Alcx-
a nd l'ia Hospital, the Alexandria stores f" ''Do you ,vork in 
Alexandria"?'', and questions with regard to the theaters. 
There were some other questions asked, but those are the 
itemi;; in which we are interested right now. 
There were, including Shirley-Duke Apartments at that 
time, about 2,616 dwelling units occupied in the area. 
Q. That is the entire annexation area 7 
A. That is right. At the time we made the survey~ on I)' 
1,400 of the units in Shirley-Duke were occupied. They had 
been occupied quite recently at that time, and we knew that if: 
we made a survey, a sampling-we were determined, first, to 
make a 25 per cent sampling· of the entire area, but if we took 
25 per cent of Shirley-Duke, which had 1,400 units, 
page 110 ~ where tliere were only about 1,200 units in the 
remainder of the area, we ,vould be getting a very 
unfair sampling both from the County's standpoint and from 
ours, so we determined that in view of the recent occupation 
of Shirley-Duke we would g-ivc them only half as much weight 
as we g·ave the more settled residents of the county. "\Ve 
therefore took, on that basis, questionnaires to :WO apartments 
in Shirley-Duke, and to 468 other dwelling units in the area, 
most of which were sing;le-familv homes. There was no at-
tempt made at selection: " 
"re engaged, or the Chamber of Commerce engaged, rather, 
the services of one of the field crew chiefs of the United 
States Census Bureau, who got five of her census takers, 
enumerators, to work for her. Each was assigned an area 
and told that in the area to which she was assig11ed we wanted 
some questionnaires. They were not told where to get them 
nor how to get them. They were to µ;o from door to door and 
let the people fill the questionnaires out themselveR and not 
tell them how to fill them out. I have copies of the question-
naires if you want to sec them at any time. ,v e broke the area .down into eight areas, or eight groups,. 
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for the reason· that there is a definite group of buildings, of 
persons living in that area; there is a definite group living 
here; this is the Shirley-Duke area; this is the Cameron Park 
a·nd the trailer camp section; the Seminary area; the Delta 
and Old l\Iill Road; the Shirley Farms; the Fair .. 
page 111 ~ lington-Fort W" ard Heig·hts section, and the Dow-
den Terrace section, and by the number of units 
in each of those sections we determined the number of ques-
tionnaires ,ve wanted. 
The results were brought in and turned over to my office, 
and I personally was one of the men who tabulated the re-
sults and made the final analysis of the results, and submitted 
them to the Planning Commission for their approval, and 
tliey are here shown. 
After we got the questionnaires in we determined, in order 
to cut down the number of exl1ibits and the number of maps, 
to break them into four units and put them all on one map. 
This is the same size map you saw on the density map. The 
circles which we have used are to demonstrate in the red 
})Ortion what percentage of the people in that area, or of the 
families in tlmt area, use the facilities of the City of Alexan-
dria for the particular items listed on the title down l1ere, 
"Retail Purchases", "Employment,'' "Hospital Facilities" 
and '' Churches-Theaters-Schools''. 
This item here, "Retail Purchasers", is based on the total 
population, or the total number of families, and we find that 
with the exception of the Cameron Park area, which is im-
mediately contiguous to Alexandria--Alexandria is one side 
of the street and Cameron Park on the other-the Lincolnia 
area, the Edsall R.oacl-Liucolnia area, had the greatest amount 
of usage of stores for retail purchases of all types 
page 112 ~ of any area in the annexation territory, yet they 
are the farthest awav from the Citv of Alexan-
dria. Cameron Park had 95 pe1: cent of the people making 
all their purchases in Alexandria; ]Ildsall Road area had 90 
per cent of the people making purchases in the Alexandria 
area. That mig·bt be here, or mig·ht be in other shopping· 
centers. Lincolnia, 87 per cent; Shirley-Duke, 75 per cent, 
and .Shirley-Duke was affected badly by tl1e commissary. A 
great number of people apparently are service people and .do 
their shopping· for foods at the commissary. 
The Delta area, 82 per cent; Seminary area., 70 per cent; 
Fairlington area, 47 per cent. 
Q. Fairlington is the area adjacent to Arlington? 
A. Yes, and there is a shopping· center in Arlington here 
··r. 
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and, I believe, 'though I can't prove this, that a number of 
those people- , 
lVfr. Marsh: I object to his telling about what he believes .. 
If he doesn't know, he shouldn't tell it. 
By Mr. Edwards.:. 
Q. Let's satisfy :Mr. Marsh and not say what we believe-
here .. 
A.,. This' area is down as far as 38 per cent.. That was the-
smaUest usage of Alexandria shopping centers in the area. 
''Employment'' was a matter which we thought was prob-
ably quite small. It isn't too large there, but we thought it 
· would be much smaller than it is. That is based. 
page 113 } on the percentage of persons actually employed. 
We asked how many person in the family were-
employed and how many persons were employed in Alexan-
dria. We found that in Cameron Park 35 per cent of the 
people who are working work in Alexandria~ in the Delta 
area 19 per cent; Shirley-Duke, 32 per cent; 22 per cent in 
Edsall Road; 28 per cent, Lincolnia, which is the farthest 
away from the city limits; 17 per cent of the Dowden areu; 
22 p-er cent of the Seminary and Braddock Road area, and 
only 3 per cent of the area known as Fairlington, due to the-
fact that most of those people have come here and are work-
ing for the Government. There hm't any question about that~ 
~'Hospital Facilities" were based upon the actual use of 
any hospital, and tlle percentage of the l1ospital usa:ge which 
was done in Alexandria. A number of the people whom we 
questioned, the questionnaires show, went to service hospi-
tals, but of the total number of hospitalization cases the Alex-
andria Hospital supplied 55 per cent of the service for this; 
area, 60 per cent here., 20 per cent tlicr, 59 per· cent1 and 71 
per cent in Lincolnia. 
Q .. That is the furthest point awayr 
A. The fartbest away.- Then, 55 per cent for Seminary; 
24 per cent for Fairling'ton, and 54 per eent in Dowden. which 
is also about as far awav as Lincolnfa. , 
In other words, on an ··overall average, tbe Alexandria .Hos-
pitaI _and the other hosl?ital in the city, which is· 
page 114 f the Circle Terrace Hospital, provided over 50 per 
cent of the I1ospitaI facilities for the people in tlm 
territoty proposed to be annexed. 
In this laBt chart we broke this down into two· items. The 
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red and white circles a1:e '' Cburcl1es and Theaters" and the 
e:reen and white circles are "School Uses." .... ,v e find that there being no tlieaters, no adequate· theaters, 
in the county area, although t]Jere a re plenty of churches, 56 
per cent of tlte people in this area came to Alexandria, either 
to go to tl1e theater or to go to church; that 66 per cent from 
here came to Alexandria; 46 per cent; 50 per cent; 51 per 
cent, again the farthest area away; 55 per cent at that point; 
32 per cent here, and this is affected by the fact that there 
is a church on the Theolog·ical Seminary campus, and only 
22 per cent from Dowden. 
The gTeen and white circles represent school pupils, per-
centag·es of the total school population, who go to schools in 
Alexandria., chiefly the parochial schools and the private 
schools. The St. Mary's, St. Stephens, St. Agnes and some 
other church schools are in the area, and possibly a few come 
into the Alexandria system. 
From this Fairlington area, 23 per cent of the school chil-
dren in that area came to Alexandria to school. ,ve do not 
make any distinction or try to find out whether they went to 
private school, public school, or church school. In 
page 115 ~ the Semiunry area, 42 p~r cent, which I would say 
is St. Agnes or St. Stephens. In the Delta-Old 
Mill Road area, 26 per cent; in the Cameron Park area 15 
per cent, and there is a school right here at this point in the 
county; 5 per cent in Shirley-Duke; none from this area; none 
from here, and none from here. The three farthest out areas 
had no school children reported as going to any schools in 
Alexandria. 
This exhibit shows those four or five items of communit-v 
interest, but there is something that is not shown. I have no 
way to show it. Tlie people, or the majority of the people, 
who came into the area, ,vl10 were in this area or in uny other 
part of the metropolitan area, came from urban communities 
in other parts of the country, if the conteution of most of t11e 
families in the area is tme. Those people expect urban fa-
cilities, and they have a gTeatcr community of interest-
Mr. l\foCandlisb: ,v as tllat on your questionnaire,, l\fr. 
Hall? 
The ·witness: No. 
1\fr. l\foCandlish: ·whether thev came from an urban com-
munity or elsewhere 7 · 
The ·witness: No. 
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Mr. McCm1cllish: How do vou know that·? 
The Witness: I am drawing more on what is g·cneral knowl-
edge in the area. 
l\Ir. McCandlish: He is giving the Court the 
page 116 ~ impression that he is now interpreting· this ques-
tionnaire. Now he is going into something that 
apparently is just some mmor that he has heard, and I do 
feel that that distinction should be made. 
J'udge Brown: It is more a question of argument anyway, 
in re~ponse to :Mr. Edward~' question. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. You have outlined now for some time studies that liave 
p;one into various ramifications of city planning·. ·what do 
these studies indicate as; to the expediency or necessity for 
annexation in this case'? 
A. To me they indicate that there is a very urg·ent need for 
annexation. In the first plnce, as the chart which is covered 
up nmv, the population chart, shows, we are approaching the 
saturation point. From the standpoint of the city, somewhere 
hehveen 1957 and 1960, based upon om present density and 
carrying that same dern,ity forward, with no chan~;~- in den-
sity in the city lmt using up the ,.,.acant land, ,ve will~ ... ~ e.:·•. 1up to 
our saturation point at that time. In other wordR; ~ city 
must at that time either stop or go backward, unle f . an-
nexes territorv. It caunot goo forward. '· . . :' · \ 
From the standpoint of planning, we have 110 COi1f:):.\ >der 
the state Acts and under our Charter, whatever, df~ · 
ning· in the area contiguous to the citv boundariesJ[i.· 
pretty well shown in th~ areas that we ,vent through ,'i-.;:• 
· to the south. ,vhnt 11as happened out tbl:; 
page 117 ~ of it has been planned some time ag·o-:1m 
not say "plmrnf:'d"; it lrns been subdivi</ 
time ago, and there is no apparent connection from i 0• • ;' iVI-
sion to subdivision. The Court may have noted ";~ .. : ;:i\to 
g·o into a great many suhdivi~ion, turn around, and clt.'.::' ··ck 
out before WC could get into the next RUbdivision. ,Jii1 w~~~:· 
The same situation, to 8ome extent, applies to tl-ii:s -';i,}ea 
outside the proposed houndary line. I could show·:fjmt =ijet-
ter, ~Ir. Edwards, if I had this other map on the property 
lines. 
Mr. Edwards: All right; let's introduce the boundary 
map. 
Counly of FairfaA Y. City of Alex.andria 
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fMap showing pl'Opcrty lines and streets was received in 
evidence and ma rkcd '' Exhibit City No. 10 ".) 
BY Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. Explain Exhibit City 10. 
A. This exhibit is the property line map and shows the 
various lots within the area. It was made by Mr. Holland, 
wbo is a Certified Surveyor in the Commonwealth of Virginia. 
lt Hhows the street layouts extending beyond the area pro-
})osed to be annexed, within the area, and some to the south. 
It is rather obvious here that planning has been done without 
much reg·ard to the additional land. 
One thing, I believe the County has no :Master Plan. They 
hnve never been ahle to 1Jass a Master Plan. 
The Comf probably cannot see this map very 
})Hg'C 118 ~ well, but there are throughout this whole area 
dead end streets, coming out and dead ending 
into space, with no apparent destination. Here is one within 
the territory, right in here, right next to the territory, where 
the streets just dead end. They don't tie in tog·etl1er. 
Q. Look at Shirley-Duke. 
A. Shjrley-Duke, with 110 master plan, was I presume laid 
out bxr. · e developers with the help of tlle Planning Commis-
sion, .,,. .having no master plan on any of this territory they 
mer~ ring their streets to where they want them and stop 
i he .. ; .d there is no plan for this Htreet going forward, and 
if ('· . "(~~,·forward, it has no place to go. 
· .... ~::~~ e thing· is tme here and here, unless they can plan 
·:) to fit in with what thejr have there at the present 
(p, 
~-.' ·of that fact, and the fact that we have no control 
)seems to me that the city, in order to protect itself 
··ect its own boundaries and protect this area here 
p -~ ~ . . rly, and this area out in l1cre beyond, from the kind 
... ; pment tl1at has occurred in the southern section, 
111' . 'ven, Jefferson :Manor, ,vhite Oaks, Bucknell Manor, 
fo~- . : . se areas down in herer must annex., in order to con-
fr0li)ti .. re have no other wav to control it. 
fl~ \Vjlat effect will coutroiling and satisfactory planning 
·· 1-f:. have upon the future development of the area, 
}Jage 119 } viewed from the area itself? · 
A. I believe that we can properly plan, put in 
a proper master plan, wl1ich is n requirement in the city 
charter. We cannot control subdivisions unless we have a 
master plan, so the first thing we would have to do is to en-
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act and have passe<l by the Council a master plan for the area~ 
We can then, in my opinion, increaHe the useability and the 
liveability of this land and make it more attractive for de-
velopers to come in and start opening the land up. 
Q. Is there need for planning streets and access roads and 
what not in the area i 
A. Yes:r sir, there is very definitely a need. It bas not been 
possible to develop land and plan stores and plan the facili-
ties that are needed in an area like that unless the major 
street plan is laid out. The minor streets take care of them-
selves,· once· the major streets have been established. 
Q. In· your judgment has the area now reached a point of 
urbanization where it is ready for this type of plan, or is it 
something that lies much further al1ead f 
A. I think it very definitely has. Shirley Highway has had: 
a large effect on that. It bas made this area only about ten 
minutes, or fifteen minutes at the most, from Washington. 
It has made it probably only about eight minutes to the Pen-
togonJ and the area is ripe for urbanization, ripe for clevelop-
ment. Bnt it is not g·oing· to develop unless it i~ 
page 120 ~ given se,vers and proper road layout and the 
other services which cau be given by a city. 
l\fr. Edwards: The witness is yours. 
Would it be appropriate to take about a five-minute recess 
at this time t 
Judge Brown: Are you througI1 with tI1is witness! 
M:r. Edward: "\Ve are throrrgll witli llim. 
Judge Brown: It is a very good time. 
(A brief recess was taken.) 
Mr. Edwards: l\fr. 1fcGand1isl1, l\fr. Smith 
page· 121 ~ would be glad to l1elp you arrange any of these-
exhibits like you would want them arranged. 
Mr. McGandlislJ ~ Unfortunately, I am going to have to ask 
him to do a little arranging. 
:M:r. Edwards: Do you want him to start now? 
Mr. McCancllisl1: Yes. 
Mr. Edwards: Mr. Smith, will you come around here and 
help .Mr. McCandlish get them in the shape he wants tliem~ 
CROSS EXAl\HNATION .. 
By ]\if r. McCandlish : 
Q. Mr. Hall, how long have you been employed as Director 
of Planning of the City of Alexandria 1 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 
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A. Since August 1, 1950. 
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Q. And prior to that time you worked in the office of 1vh'. 
·watkins, the City Eug'ineed 
A. I was the Assistant City Engineer, that is rig-ht. 
Q. Aud how long did you work there? 
A. :b..,our and a half years. 
Q. Now what experience have you had in city planning, 
l\Ir. Hall t 
A. From 1942 to 1946 when I went with the City, I worked 
with ]\fr. Holland. I was associated with him in subdivision 
work aud planning work. From 1946 until last August I was · 
Assistant to the Engineer, and during that time I 
page 122 ~ sat with the Planning Commission and worked 
with the Planning· ,Commission under l\Ir. 1Vat-
kins' direction. 
Q. You have never actu,ally done any city planning your-
self, have you 0? 
A. I have done it with the Commission. 
Q. ·what do you mean you have done it with the Commis-
sion? 
A. I have sat with them and acted with them in an unofficial 
capaeity when all of the work was done by the Department of 
Public '\Vorks. 
Q. You have never planned any cities yourself! You have 
never been called upon by any city to make a master plan or 
anything like that f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Now you mentioned tl1e population of the City of Alex-
andria, 61,604; is that right? 
A. Yes, sir. 
ci. So that 75,000 figure in the ordinance is in error by 
about 14,000. Is that a Chamber of Commerce figure 1 
A. I don't know what the 75,000 figure is. Tbe 61,604 is the 
prelimimny figure of the Bureau of the Census. 
Q. Now you speak of the increase in building in the City 
of Alexandria, and I think you had an exhibit on that. 
A. Yes, sir. 
l\fr. Edwards: The paper on which those maps were ma<le 
will not fold, so I am asking them to put that map 
page 123 ~ up separately. 
Bv :Mr. l\IcCandlish: 
"'q. On tliat map I understand it shows the increase in build-
ing in the City of Alexandria. 
'
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A. Bnil<liug-s w11ich have been built since 1940. 
r 
Q. Now did you make a study of the buildings built since 
1940 in the area proposed to be annexed? 
A. No, sir, we did not. 
Q. How about the area south of the City? 
page 124 ~ A. The area of the Citv-
Q. South of the City, oi1tside the city, in Fair-
fax County f 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you make any study of the increasecl building from 
1940 to 1950 in Alexandria? 
A. That is what is shown on there. 
(l I 1i1ean in Arlington 1 
A. No. 
(~. But you are aware of the fact that there has been a 
similar increase in all of the areas I have mentioned? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, the next map that I would like to call·to your at-
tention is this population-trends map here. You have arbi-
trarily picked, I think, 15 areas there in .which you show the 
population trends from '30, '40 and '50. You can change those 
around at will, can't you, to make those trends come out in 
anv waY vou want them to come out T 
A. No ... You can provided-these boundary lines follow 
the enumeration districts, because there is no other way to 
get the information. If the enumeration districts were in here, 
I could change this over here-
Q. As a matter of fact, you could change these and come 
out any way you want to. Suppose you just cut 
page 125 ~ this off here and took all this in, or cut this off 
here and took this much inf You can change those 
at will? 
A. Unless I changed the enumeration district boundaries, 
I ,votlld not lmve any figures to guide me. 
Q. vVhen you say what an area is, it is something you arbi-
tra.rilv fix as au area¥ 
A. 'It is fixed by a group of areas that are fixed by the Cen-
suR Bureau. 
(~. ·well, the Census Bureau fixes those only as a means 
of convenience to send the enumerators aroundf 
A. That is so. 
Q. So as fnr as that is concerned,- . 
A. It merely shows the population increase .. 
County of Fairfax ·v. City of Alexandria 
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'Q. Do you have an over-all figure for the entire city for 
'::m, '40 and '50 ~ 
A. Only on the population chart which shows the '30, '40 
nml '50 as a graph. 
(J. Does that have t]rn population figures on iU 
A. It does not have the actual figure on it for 1930 and 1940. 
However, I Jiave them here for-
Q. W11at are they? 
Mr. Edwards: Do vou want to see that map t . 
Mr. McCancllish: Yes. 
l\f r. ~Jdwards: Let's get the map. 
Mr. McCandlish: I do not want to sec the map. I want 
the figures, Mr. Edwards. 
Jmgc 126 } The ·witness: In 1930 I know what it is. 24,159. 
Bv Mr. M:cCancllish: 
·Q. In 1940-
A. 33,523, if I am not mistaken. 
Q. Now, the area which you took, which ,v.as taken from 
J11airfax County in 1930 annexation, and the area you propose 
to annex, the growth there is just about the same, is it not? 
A. ·would you rephrase that question again? 
Q. The area. that you took from Fairfax County in 1930 
:nnd the area you propose to take now, the growth in those 
two areas is approximately the same. 
A. The growth of what? 
CJ. Trend of population, I mean, l\fr. Hall! 
A. This is a little larger out here, I believe. There is the 
onl:v portion we took from Fairfax County in 1930. There 
iH only 4,193 persons there. 
Q. I am not talking about the number of people. I am 
talking ahout the trend. 
A. The general trend! 
Q. Yes. 
A. This is a much greater increase there. 
1[r. Edwards: By "this" you mean the annexed area? 
The "Witness : That is right. 
1rnge 127 } By 1\fr. McCandlish: 
Q. What are those figuresf I cannot see them 
vcrv well. 
A. \Vhich ones do you want f 
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Q .. Both of them ... 
..A. '30,. '40 and '50 t 
Q .. Yes .. 
A .. Annexation territory, 598 hr 1930; 1,,499. in: 1940; and! 
11,000 in 19~0 .. 
Q. No~\ tell us· about this one .. 
A. In this, particular territory in the City of Alexandria,, 
part of it had been taken prior to. 1930. 771 in 1930,. 752 in 
1940, 4,193 in 1950. 
Q.. N Q.W,, ~· T u.nde.rstand it,.. this population trend out here 
inclu<Ies· Shi~ley-Duke in the area proposed to be annexed,. 
is that right1 
A. That is right.. That includes Shirley-Duke. 
Q. About 7,000 people you have in there! 
A. 7,100 .. 
Q. Now, this other is. the census figure in the City .. 
A. This is the ee.nsus figure. 
Q.. Then they are not fair comparisons between those· two·,. 
are theyt 
A .. Yes, I think that they are. 
Q .. You menn there. are no people coming into: .Alexandria. 
since the census was taken t 
page 128 ~ A. No appreciable amount of people in that area 
there in the la:st four or five months. That is our 
vacant area there. 
Some. of. om: large vacant areas. are in that territory there . 
• fudge· Brown: Mr. McCandlfsI1,. Iet me· interrupt you a 
moment. 
Mr. Hall, how did you get the 1930: and 19"40. figm~s for· 
t]Je area in the Com1tyt 
The ,vitness: What we did there,. sir', in 19'30 this. ·was not 
ru sing-le enumeration district. 
Judge Brown: That is what I had in mind .. 
The Witness: Wlmt we had to do, was to take a percentage· 
of the area, of the enumeration district which included that 
area~ that point in there • 
• Judge Brown: It is an approximate fig1.1re then Y 
The ,vitness: It is an approximate figure. Those two 
:ffgm-eg Imel to be approximate because there ,,ras no other 
way of getting tl1em. 
Judge Brown: How did yon do it on a percentage basis f' 
The Witness: In 1930 I got these figures from the Census; 
Bureau,. of what the Enumeration Districts were-
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Judge Brown: You got the figures for the whole 
page 129 ~ district? 
The ·witness : "\Ve got the figures for the whole 
Enumeration District. 
Judge Brown: ·what district was thaU 
The ·witness: I do not l1ave the maps of the Enumeration 
Districts here. Let me see if I can tell from this. 
No, I have to amend that. There were two Enumeration 
District::; in 1930. I will show vou where their boundaries were 
and what we did. ., 
The boundary of the first enumeration district ran along 
the southbound boundary of the Falls Church Magisterial 
District and comes up along this line here to the "\Vest 
Bonndary of the District, an<l across to 36 and back to 36 
to tl1e City. 
The other District was the remainder of the Falls Church 
l\Iagisterial District. ·what we had to do was to determine 
from the map-we had to assume the population was fairly 
well distributed in 1930. There was no other information 
available. 
Judge Brown: The same is true in 1940? 
The ·witness: Yes, except that in 1.940 there were three 
or fom Districts in this area. The population had increased 
so they had to put more <listricts in. 
·page 130 ~ In 1950 we actually had districts within here, 
but we had one or two points where we had to 
take-area. 
Bv ]\fr. McCandlisb: 
·Q. One more question before the ump is changed. If Shirley 
Duke wnsn 'tin the area proposP-d to be annexed on that chart 
there, the 1950 line would be about twice the 1940 line f 
.A. A little l1etter than twice. 
Q. Now the other map, the density of population. (City 
Exhibit 5.) 
Nmv, you haYe the Density-of-Population map there, and I 
think in your testimony you mentioned that in the apartment 
areas in the City you got as high as 140 people to the acre, 
is that righU 
A. I saicl there is one block where we had that dcnsitv. 
Q. Is that high for an apartment area 1 • 
A. It if.t within our zoning ordinance. It is high for most 
apartment areas, but there is this one block- · 
Q. It would be higl1cr than that in Hunting Towers, would 
it not? 
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A. No. I could not tell vou offhand the number of acres 
in H.untiilg Towers but it could not be any higher than one 
Jmndrecl forty because om· maximum is one lnmdrccl forty-
Our maximum, of course, is on a family basis-
page 1:31 ~ Q. That is yom maximum set by the City Zon-
. hig is that right1 
A. Ye~, sir. 
(J. About how many stories does this block have where you 
were talking about 140 to the acre? 
A. Three. 
Q. Three stories. How many stories in Hunting Towers? 
A. Eight stories, I believe. 
Q. Now the density in the area, what did you give as that 
density per acre 1 
A. 1\7hich area 1 
Q. In the area sought to be annexed. 
A. In what yead 
Q. 1950. 
A. 2.42 persons per ncre. 
Q. Do you know what that density would be without Shirley-
Duke '? 
A. Wait a minute. I can get it for you. 
It would he about .9 persons per acre. 
Q. And you have made no calculation of the density of. 
population south of the City, is that right? Have you made 
any calculation of the density of population south of the 
citv? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ·what is the division line in density of popu-
pag·c 132 ~ lation between urban area and rural area! 
A. I do not know of any particular fig·ure, Mr. 
McCandlish. 
Q. Is not there a figure where you say you can cross over 
from one to the other f 
A. I would not say so, necessarily, no. 
Q. Now, in computing this density in the area, did you take 
out all the streets and so forth, as you did in-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -the City1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, you were talking nbout getting this area under cmu-
t.rol of tlle city so that the cit~r might plan it and zone it and so 
forth. The City can't control the direction of growth by that 
means, can iU 
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A. It :can to a certain extent. The direction of growth, of 
'Course, is controlled by where the laud is, what land is avail-
able to grow in. . 
Q. Now, you compared the vacant land, and you said it was 
17..87, which is a.bout half of t:he mean average of some 39 
<.'ities. Are those 39 cities from any particular area T How 
uumy of those cities are in Virginia f 
A. I don't know that information. I can 'tell you that. 
Q.. Do you have any figures on the comparison 
11age 183} of persons per acre in Alexandria, as compared 
with other cities 011 that¥ . 
A. Persons per acre! 
Q. Yes .. 
A. Let me see. On the basis of that-I think ·1 ean. give 
you that. I have to compute that. I have the figure of land 
use in those 39 cities, which would give us the same figure-
q. ·well, I do not wm1t you to stop and do that now, Mr. 
Hall. 
Now, I would like to see the zoning map. 
Now you say the colors a re not the same, and not to get 
confused bv that. I am verv much confused. Some of them 
you have tf1e same and somi of them you do not. 
As I understand the purpose is the same throughout, in 
:mu.1 out of the City. 
A. Yes. 
Q. The blue in the city is wbaU 
A. 2-familv. 
Q. And the blue in the area is whaU 
A. Rural residence, I believe. Rural residence. 
(~. ,vhat is this orange! 
A. This one rig·ht here 2 
Q. Yes. 
A. That is m·ban residential. 
page 134} Q. Are you sure you are not in error about that 
urban residential running up Quaker Lane T 
A. No, I am not sure. 'rhe only information that I have is 
from the County Planning Commission. "\Ve put that inf or-
mation on the map. 
page 135} Q. Now speaking of the question of zoning, Mr. 
Hall, zoning and planning in an area is for future 
development, not for today; isn't that correcU I mean you 
zoue it before it is built up rather than after it is bui~t up. 
Isn't that the way zoning is properly taken care of? 
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Q .. Se- the fact that you had something zoned for suburban 
residence doesn't mean that it is full of houses. 
A. Oh,_ no .. 
Mr. McCandlish: I would like to see a copy of the map. 011 
comnumity -interests. 
By l\Ir .. CancUish: 
Q. Now Mr. Hall, do you have a copy of that questionnaire 
wliich you distributed t 
A .. Yes,, sir. 
Q. I would like to introduce it in evidence. · 
A. I would like to request that we have a blank form. The 
only one I have here is one I got this morning which is fillecl 
in. 
Mr. Edwards: "\Ve will get that. 
Mr. McCandlish : Then I will have to recall Mr. Hall I 
would like to examine him on the questionnaire. 
Mr. Edwards: He will be available. 
The \Vitn(~ss: The one I have here is one that is filled out. 
The only question was whether we wanted to use 
page· 136 f that one. 
Mr. Edwards: Let him have it .. 
The Witness: Very well .. 
By Mr .. McCandlisii: 
Q. Now as I understood you, 200 were distributed to apart-
ments and 400 to other dwelling units. 
A .. Two hundred in Shirley-Duke and 400 in other dwenings .. 
Q. I see. How many did you receive back that you coulcl 
use1 
A. \Ve didn't send them out. We had people take them 
there and they were filled out while they were there and then 
they were brought back. There were 668 brought back. 
Q. So this represents the resnlts of 668. questionnaires? 
A. That is right .. 
Q. Now on this map we Imve the Lincolnia area,. for in-
sta11<~. Let's start off with retail purchases. You have some: 
nirrety per cent of the retail purchases made in Alexandria .. 
What doeF! that repres-ent? 
A. That represents a combination of the shopping and mar-
keting questions on there in which we took the total number 
of answers and divided it by twice the number of question-
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uaires, bec~use we were getting two answers, so we had to 
divid'J by twice the numbm.· of questionnaires. 
Q. Now this says, "ls shopping done in Alexandria (1 If 
not, where?" 
page Ia7 ~ .A. If they said yes, we put in yes. 
Q. So the people that make their retail pu r-
dm:ses in Alexandria might also make retail pul'Chascs in 
·w ashington, that is those shown in re<l on that chart. 
A. That is right. 
Q. Is that. true of people that went to the theater in ,v ash-
ingtou and Alexandria? 
A. "r e11, we only asked the question, '' Do you go to the 
theater in Alexandria?" If they said yes, they ·were included 
iu the red on here. 
Q. Now you say you have not separated the schools as be-
tween public and private in the City of Alexandria? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. A.s a mntter of fact, most of the people in the area that 
go to schoo]s in Alexandria g·o to private schools, isn't that 
corr·ect 1 
A. I woulil assume so, hut that is out of my category. I 
conldn 't tell you whether they do or not. 
page 138 ~ ci. \\Tlmt per cent of the Shirley-Duke people 
nre employed in the City of Alexandria? 
A. That is the smallest percentage. I believe that is 22 per 
cent. 
Q. And that is represented on the basis of 200 question-
naires, at which time there were 1,400 apartments filled? 
A. That h; the percentage of actual employables, not the 
percentage of total people. If there were four people in a 
family and one worked, we counted only one person. 
Q. I understand that. 
Do you know, l\'lr. Hall, how the people of Shirley-Duke, for 
instance, whjch is the largest unit in the area, travel when 
they go to their employment and if they go to their employ-
ment ju the City of ·washington f 
A. r~rhey probably travel the Shirley Highway, I presume. 
I do 11ot know that. 
Q. The other thing I wanted to get straight on these sym-
hols, for instance, is this: There were 200 questionnaires in 
8hit1ey-Duke. 'rhere is a circle there which I assume repre-
sents those 200 people. W11en you g-et back to the Lincolnia 
area, does tlrnt ah.;o represent 700 people 1 
A. No. This was n sampli~g. This was not to represent 
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any parti1:ular number of people. ·we took an overall 25 per 
cent :--am11ling·, which, by taking a 2-to-1 ratio, actually meant 
we g-r,t about a 40 per cent sampling in the rest of the area, 
and about a 13 per c~nt in Shirley Duke, and on 
pag() 139 ~ the basis of any other poll or sampling, we assume 
that that particular sample represented the entire 
group. 
Q. So yon would not know how many people that circle at 
Lineolnia represented f 
A. The exnct number of people? 
Q. Yes, sir. 
A. We have that. 
0. Y cs. sir. I would like to know that. Take the "Retail 
Pu;·t.:·hase~," for instance. 
A. In '' Retail Purchases,'' in Lincoluia we had a total of 
40 questionnaires, of which, because we combined it with 
"Shopping and :Marketing", it meant a total of 80 question-
11ai n.l8, and out of a total in the area of 103 dwelling- units. 
In other words, we got 40 out of 103. 
Q. In the Lincolnia area f 
A. Yes, sir. _ 
Q. Another thing, on this you have the address. Suppose 
t.he arlclrcss is ''Box 51, R. F. D. 3, Alexandria". How would 
vou kuow where the man lived 1 
· A. Personally, we weren't interested in the address, only 
that ,,·e got the questionnaires within the area. 
Q. Most of those people are not in a subdivision. How , ., 
.would you identify; when you are. figuring out a man being '). 
in the Lincoh;ia area? how. do you know he is in the Lincolnia d~J\ 
· area from tlus quest10unm ref 1,;1fi 
· A. ,,re outlined the areas and were very careful J_.S~{ 
page 140 ~ to be sure they stayed within the annexation W 
boundaries. ···we so instructed the enumerators, to }~,. 
stay "·ithin the boundary. ,ve told them not to g·o outside of{.£; 
the area for anything in getting- the questiom1.aires, and we it· 
outlined the area and tol~ them to get within t~.· ..  ~~w.3~.·cle whi~hf 
we drew on the map, wlnch does not correspon~;&those cu- · . l. 
cleQ: Examining your percentage that you sh~-ere, take'\: ,,ti 
the Shirlev-Duke area. Does that mean that 22 'jfer cent of ·:;l · r 
all t:hc people in the Shirley-Duke area work in Alexandria1 "'.{ 
or just 22 per cent of the people you sampled? 
A. Twenty-two per cent of the people that we sampled of 
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fl1e peo-ple that ·work, which would be an indication ·of 22 
11p1· cent of the tofal .area. 
Q. You were talking about streets and subdivisions, dead 
t•1Hl sheets ~mcl that so1·t of thing. You are aware now, aren't 
:_mu, that under the Subdivision Control Ordinance of the 
Comity the Cmmty requires all the streets to be carried to 
the e.-lgc of the property, so that they can be connected to 
tho -streets in tlie 11ext subdivision¥ 
A. I haven't read your ordinance. I presume they would 
he. 
By 1fr. Keitl1 : 
·Q. The only map that I think that I would want to ask 
m1y questions a bout, and they can all be .answered from it, is 
by reference to the land use map. Could I have a 
pngc 141 } copy of that, pleasef 
Did you work with the committee that Mr .. 
Smoot outlined this morning· in connection with the planning 
of the annexation? 
A. Origin1tHyt 
Q. Yes, sir. 
A. No, ~ir. I was not Director of Planning at the tims .. 
Q. You <.Tid not work with them f 
A. Not at the original outset, no. 
Q. How long· have you been working on the annexation? 
~-'. A. Since the first of August, 1950. I did some work on it 
t1>1·ior t.o that time when I was in the Engineer's office. 
;; · (~. Au<l at that time the plans for annexation had been it;, going about six months, is that rig-ht? 
,. '~tb~\; !e~~n't know the exact date. I would say approximately 
!~ ~ .. 11& Q. ~J\nd as I understand it, your main goal after you did 
{\::i1 -
11 ~ get into the annexation was to acquire some vacant land, 
;;:_ . .,~wmo aren to oTow inf ;. xi . e 
· ·:·.;: <fi A. That h~Jc.orrect. 
l; .' . :?, Q. I hilsf J" to ~o that you had to study the population 
; ~ttrmuls out~f- ~ the mty also? 
• • · 
1 A. To ,r· ~cant land 1 
l~t' , Q. No;·<' ··1an your annexation you studied the population 
i . :St~; rhends. 
·
1
'i pago 142 }: A. No, except in the area which is shown in the 
annexation territorv. We wanted vacant land. We 
did not want land which was "'already built up, or in which 
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Q. When you came into the pictlu-e this particular land ha<l! 
been defiuitely decided on, is tha-t correct t 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know ,vha:.t the population trends are on the peri-
meter of Alexandria "\Vest and south ¥ 
A. I lmow only what the magisterial district p.opulation i11-
c1·ea~es huve been. I know that .. 
Q. You have had a chance to observe it from time to time, 
have you: uot i 
A .. Oh,.. yes~ 
Q. And. in what direction would yon say there had been the 
gr<~atest population trend·? 
A. The greatest increase in population t 
Q. That is correct. 
A. South. 
Q. And you mentioned there that a good many of' the sub-
divisions had dead end streets and so forth. \Vould that in-
dicate a need for planningt 
A. I Wfruld think so, sir. 
Q. Which of those greens are park areas in the city t 
A. In the City of Alexandria l 
page 143 ~ Q. Yes. 
A. Park and playgToimds combined t This is: 
p-ropose<l park area,. and they are just begining to build it up .. 
Thh; is land which includes the Sailing Marina, and is part 
of tbe National Park Sei·vice land. 
Q .. That is: government fand i 
A. 'J:hat is government land, but it is a park .. 
Q. But the Government planned it. 
A. The Government owns it. The only planning do"rn there· 
Yight uow iR this particular Sailing Marina right at that cor-
ner, right there. 
This is playgrom1d land here; this is- a playground con-
nected with this school; this is· a playground connected with 
this scl100I; and this is the swimming pool and recreation cen-
ter: and that is semi-public land. 
Th'3re is a large playground in connection with this school; 
this is tiie city stadium, which is a recreational area; there 
is a playground connected with t~at schoql_. There is- a play-
ground connPcted with that school there,:::a:nd this is a park 
and playgronncl here. There is a park a,,ijl playground pro-
po~ed for in here, but inasmuch as that has;inot been developed 
yet we showed it as vacant on this plat. 
This is a recreational area in connection with Parkfairfax. 
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There is a playground connected with this school; 
page 144 ~ there is a playground in connection with this 
school. In that area there the school has a play .. 
ground across the street. 
Q. Roughly, what parks in the area were acquired from 
Arlington ·r 
A. Anything ineluded within the line from here, rnughly, 
to he:rc, and down around like that. Any of that property in 
there; everything to the north of King Street. 
Q. 'fhere is only one park in there, then, that is not con-
nected with a school, and that is the one .over by Parkfairfax? 
i\. TI1is one, when it is developed, will not be connected 
with a school, and this one in here is not connected with a 
school. 
Q. V{bat is that last small one to which you pointed t 
A. That is a park in Beverley Hills. 
Q. How long has that been there 1 
A. It was dedicated about, I presume, around 1940. 
Q. Did the city plan that, or was that dedicated by the de-
veloper'? 
A. The land was dedicated by the city and the city has 
plaimed and developed it since that time. The Recreation 
Department has planned it. 
(J. rrmning just for a minute there to that vacant land, 
almost every parcel shown on that map shows streets dead 
euded, does it not? 
page 145 ~ A. ·w11ere do you mean, sir, over here¥ 
Q. Sta rt up there with the one you referred to 
ns Hie Hume tract. 
A. This do~s. This shows four streets dead ended. 
Q. Go to some of the other tracts. Do not almost every 
one of them show streets dead ending there¥ 
A. Not ne<'essarily, because the master plan, which is not 
here lHl exhibit, shows that this street continues clown through 
here; this street continues into that street. That is on the 
plan, and that is the way it is dedicated today. This has been· 
dedicated to here, and thiR has been dedicated to that point, 
and the connection will be made as soon as they develop this 
tract. 
Here is a strei~ which is dedicated on throug·h. This is 
somn of the pro~:<f.i·ty that came to us when we g-ot it from 
Arli11Kto11. r.rhis ·::subdivision was in existence and this sub-
clivio1i was in existence. \V c have since been able to connect 
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t.luough, and this was planned to extend all the way through. 
Q. I C'all your attention to the land to the west of Quaker 
Lane. Do vou know whether that land is for sale or not? 
A. I do ·not know whether that land is for sale, no, sir. 
Q. If it were too experndve, or not for sale, the city's de-
velopment in i.liat direction would be hindered just as it is 
being hindered within the city, isn't that correct? 
page 146 ~ A. It is possible, but we know that the land 
out in this area-
Q. I am just talking now about the land along Quaker Lane. 
A. \Vill you restate your question, please¥ 
Q. lf the land along Quaker Lane in the county is not for 
sal1~, ot· if it is too expensive, the development of the city in 
that direction will he hindered just as it is now being hin-
<lerPd in the western part of the city, isn't that correct¥ 
A. Xo. In all probability it would jump. It -would jump 
that particular piece of land, the same as it jumped right here, 
from there ovel' to there. 
l\Tr. Marsh: I don't quite understand your answer. 
The ·witness: As I understand his question, he said if this 
land was too expensive to be developed it would hinder the 
devPlopmeut of the city in that direction. It would not hinder 
it. It would be jumped over. 
Q. h it yolll' idea that if the city controls it, it will grow 
in that direction? 
A. That is our hope, yes, sir. 
Q. That is your hope. ls that your opinion, as a planner? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Jndge McCarthy: ,v ould you mind repeating that question 
and the answer? 
page 147 ~ (The last two preceding questions and the re-
sponses thereto w·ere read.) 
Bv Mr. Keith: 
~ Q. It is a fact that the city, or that the land outside tl1e 
city, has grown to the south, or bas built up to tlle south,. 
and not to the west. That is a fact, isn't iU 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·wen now, how do you account for thaU 
A. I account for that in one particular way. This road, 
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i 1i·is road, and this road bav·e been in existence for a long time. 
That i~ Telegraph Hoad, Route .No. 1, and the Mount Vernon 
.1\ff:•rnorial Highway. The Shirley Highway has been built only 
nhout a year, possibly two at the most, but I think it is a year. 
Yon will notice the build-up has come along Leesburg Pike, 
aloHg the Little Hiver Tumpike, and at the outer end and 
<ilso nt the lower entl of Seminary Road, which are the only 
three roads through the area. ·with the Shirley Highway hav-
ing come through here and offering access, it is much shorter 
now to go from here to ,v ashington or from here to the. 
Pentagon than it is from here, and we expect this to build 
111). . 
Q. The presence of the City of Alexandria would not have 
m1ything to do with that, would it-with its accessibility to 
w· ashington? . . . 
A. Only in so far as the people who are going to develop are 
going to want urban services-trash and barbage collection, 
police protection, fire protection, proper streets 
png·n 148 }- and good streets, sidewalks, curbs and gutters, 
which you do not get in a county area. 
Q. I ask yPu one further question : vVha t, i:ri your opinion, 
ha8 the cro,vcled condition of Alexandria got to do with Shir-
ley-Duke hei11g where it is! 
A. I don't think it has anything· to do one ,way or the other. 
Q. You don't think it has anything to do with it 1 
A. l think Shirley-Duke has been built because the Shirley 
Higlnvay has made this land available. 
Q. .And not because of crowded conditions ,in Alexandria? 
A. If there had been sufficient land in Alexandria to build 
sueh a project, it very probably might have gone into .A.lex-
nndria . 
• Tu<lge l\foCarthy: vVhat was that answer! 
(ThP- last vrevious response was read.) 
Q. As I understand it, there are two parcels in Alexandria, 
a Howard tract arid a Chapel Hill subdivision; what is the 
a n~a of each of them T 
A. I don't have the exact area. I would say that the area 
. of the Howard tract is probably not much over twenty acres, 
if it i~ that large. 
Q. And the other one 7 
A. The Chapel Hill section is completely subdivided into 
lots. 
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Q. And how much is w1developed ! 
page 149 ~ A.. Undeveloped? There is possibly ten or 
eleven acres .. 
Q. ·well~ I understood you to say that both of them had ou1y 
T,emt gradually developed 1 
.A. -~rhaUF- right. 
Q. Ov.01' a period of how long have they been 01Jen ! 
.A. ri'11is Howarcl Tract was subdivided part in 1945 and part 
in 1946, I believe. The Chapel Hill portion here was snb-
divid~d about 1938 or 1939-, and this portion here was sub-
divided in ] 944 or 1945 .. 
Q. VVith regard to your community-of-interest testimony 
do you have the number of questionnaires that you g,ot from 
each of these several areas f 
A. Yes1 sir. 
Q. "\,\T ould yon mind giving them to ns, please! 
A. TI1c Lincolnia area-
Q. You testified to that,, 43. 
A. The Lincolnia Area is here. "\Ve have a total of 40 qnes-
ti onnaires in that. 
EdsnJI Road area whieh is this area at this point where 
Lincolnia Road and Edsall Road cross, we had 36 question-
nairt~s .. 
The li1airmont-Leesburg Pike area, which is Fairling'ton-
Fairmont, we had 130 questionnaires. 
Braddock-Seminary, which is thls area around,, contiguous 
fo the Theological Seminary, we had 2.6 question-· 
page 150 f rmires.. 
The Temple- Tra:iler-Dnke Street-Cameron Park 
n rea, down here, we had 130 questionnaires. 
Little River Tnmpike and Delta area, just beyond Quaker 
Lane, we bad 40 questionnaires. 
SI1irfoy-Duke and Little River Turnpike we combined a little-
bit in I1ere. w·e I1ad 222. 200 of them came from Shirlev-
Duke itself aI!d the other 22 came from neighboring imli-
vidmtl homes in that immediate vicinity. 
Valley Lane-S11irley Highway area, whicl1 is an area down 
in he1·t, which was disregardedy we had only five- question-
na.ires. "\Ve left that alone. 
"\Vashington Forest, which is- out he-re-, and Dowden ancl 
"'Washington :B,orest we liad 37 questionnaires. 
page 151 f l\fr. 1\fcCandlish: If me Court please, I woulcl 
like to ask him one question, and I am through. 
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Bv ]\fr. McCandlish: 
·q. In the City you said when Mr. Keith was examining you, 
that there were a lot of those areas that were not separate 
from the undeveloped land, that were not on the market. 
A. That is right. 
Q. I understood from the testimony this moming that the 
B . .M. Smith land is not on the market. 
A. Tltut is right. 
Q. Have you made an examination of the rest of them to 
fincl out whether they are or are not available for clevelop-
m(lnf? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. You are aware that numerous parcels on Seminary Road 
and Braddock Road are large estates 1 
A. That is right. 
Q . .Au<l they probably are not on the market for develop-
ment? 
A. w· e don't know that, sir. 
·Mr. l\IcCaudlish: That is all, sir. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Edwards: 
Q. Is there anything that can be done now in the way of 
planning· to get rid of the mistakes and the hodge-
pag·"~ 152 ~ podge arrangement of most of the area to the 
south through which we traveled yesterday, or is 
it too late f 
A. Very little. I believe it is almost too late to do anything 
abont it. 
:Mr. :Marsh: Of course, we do not admit that it is a hodge-
podge. 
ifr. Keith: Have you auy further questions, nir. Edwar<ls? 
Mr. Edwards: I dou 't believe so. 
RE-CROSS EXA1\HNATION. 
By Mr. Keith: 
Q. 1 would like to ask you about that. Did the City of Alex-
:mdl.'ia prior to 1948 make any attempt to plan for that area 
south of the City or west of the City within a radius of thl'ee 
mile~? 
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A. I couldu 't tell yon, Mr. Keith; I don't know. . 
Q. ,veH, did ~hey do it while you were in the planning office? 
A. Ko, sir. 
:Mt·. Keith: That is all. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv l\fr. Edwards: 
·Q. \Vas there any construction or planning done during 
thos() war years or was the situation as indicated by the bur 
graph this morning as to the small amount of con-
page 152 ~ st.ruction from 1941 through 1945 f 
. A. No, some of the construction was done in 
1942 and ] 943, Fairhaven. I think most of tl,c other areas 
wer~ done before the emergency appeared or after the emer-
ge1wy was over. 
tludge Brown: Is that alH 
l\11·. Edwards: That is all. 
"\Vould the Court indulge us just a minute. These witnesses 
have gotten through a little sooner than we planned. 
,Judge McCarthy: "\Ve will take a five-minute recess. 
(Short recess taken.) 
t.Tudg·e Brown: It is ten minutes after four now. I under-
stand the next witness is on for the schools, so I think we 
liad better leave the schools for tomorrow. "'\Ve are adjourned 
until tomorrow morning- at ten o'clock. 
("\Yherm1pon, at- 4 :10 o'clock p. m., Court was adjourned.) 
page 154 ~ 
• • 
LAW NO. 3853. 
Fairfax, Virginia, 
Friday, October 20, 1950 . 
. The above-entitled matter came 011 for further hearing be-
fore~ the Honorable~ Judges ,valter F. McCarthy, Jeff W. Wal· 
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for, Paul E. Brown~ sitting as an .Annexation Court, i.n the 
Cou r~house at Fairfax, Virginia, at 10 :15 o'clock a. m. 
Appem~ances:: V. Floyd "Williams, Esq., Horac_e H.. · Ed .. 
wards, E~sq., and Olin Rogers, for the City of Alexandria. 
A 1·mistead L. Boothe, ERq~, and vV. W .. Koontz, Esq., repre-
se11 ting B. l\f. Smith, Tmstee; Duke-Shirley Terminal, Inc.~ 
Shirley Hills Development Corp. ; Randolph, et al.; Mark 
& Catherine C. ·winkler; and Residents and Freeholders of 
Dowden Terrace Subdivision. 
Hugh B. Marsh, Esq . ., and Robert J. McCand-
pHge 155 ~ Hsh, Jr . ., Esq . ., for the Board of Supervisors of 
F1airfax County. 
,T nmes B. Keith, Esq., Representing 570 Intervenors in Area 
songht to be Anue:xed. 
Robert F. Davis, Esq., Iutervenors outside of Area sought 
to he _.i\.nne:xetl. 
PROCEEDINGS. 
':rlicreupon 
C. LUCKETT WATKINS 
wa~ called as a witness by counsel for the Plaintiff and, hav .. 
in~ been duly sworn was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Edwardg: 
., Q. ·what is your name) sir? 
A. C. Luckett vV a tkins. 
Q. Auel what is your connection witll the City of Alex.an .. 
(kia1 
A. Director of Public "\Yorks. 
q. Are you an engineer? 
A. I aln a graduate engineer of Virginia Polytechnic fo ... 
stitute and Certified Civil Engineer in the State of Virginia. 
Q. Have you followed your profession since 
page 156 ~ your graduation from VPH 
.A. I have b~en constantly in the engineering 
professioll"sillce my graduation from Blacksburg. 
Q. Will you tell the Court something about your back-
ground and experience in the field of engineering as it re-
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lates particularly to the Public Works Department of munici-
pal corvoration t 
A. The first work in public utilities was in 
page- 157 ~ Hagerstown, Maryland with the water works on. 
design and construction for a couple of years. 
Iu 191~ .I went to the City of Roanoke, the city engineer, 
where I remained for over twenty years, until November of 
1940, when I came to Alexandria. In Roanoke from the time 
I was there the town grew from approximately forty-some 
t.bonsmi<l to seventy-some thousand1 and there were two an-
nexations during that time, and under our department there 
we had a great deal of development and construction for the· 
growth of the town. 
Q. Did the engineering problems and public works problems 
that were imposed by those two annexations come under your 
~ upcn·visiou t , 
i. Yes; the annexation of 1930 was outlined by the then city 
ma11ager, Mr. Hunter, and myself, and mn out by our depart-
ment, and all of the improvements, and so forth, from 1930 
until the time I left there were carried out under the engineer-
hig cfopartment of the City of Roanoke. 
Q. Then you came to Alexandria in 1940. Has it fallen to 
yolll' lot to engage in any planning aspects of the mrmicipal 
lmiluing since you have been with Alexandria . 
.A. After coming the latter part of 1940 to Alexandria-it 
was. shortly after that in 1941 that the rapid development of 
the· territories began, and during the war and prior to the. 
war the subdivisions and the planning. of streets 
page 158 f and sewers to taJrn care of the rapidly increasing· 
growth in Alexandria came under our department 
for the entire period. 
Q. Have you prepared an organization chart for the De-
partment of Public v.Vorks, iu the City °l 
.A. Yes. 
l\Ir. Edwards: Mr. Smith, woul(l you tack this up· on the-
. Loa rd quickly, please¥. 
vVe introduce it as City Exhibit No. 11. 
(Organization CJ1:art of the Department of Public Works 
wa:s received in evidence and marked "Exhibit City No. 11 ".): 
By Mr. Edwards:-
Q. Wil1 you explain tl.Je set-up of the Department of Public, 
·works as shmvn by this· chart t 
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A. 'I.1]1e Department of Public vYorks in the City of Alex-
amhia takes the following branches: First, the General En-
ginee1·i11g which would be General Planning and other en-
ginem·s' works which would come normally under an engineer-
h1g department of a municipality, sanitation, collection of 
trash aud garbage, the maintenance of all streets, the maint.e-
muwe of sewers and storm drains, street-cleaning and a city 
gan1gP.. They are the main operating department of the City 
Govern111ent. 
Besid(~s that we have construction and in Alexandria all 
of the construction is done by city forces. 
page 159 ~ When I came to Alexandria in 1940, as I said, 
the City had begun to grow considerably and at 
that time there was some work done by the city forces. 
In 1941 with the indication of the rapid development we 
bongl1t <.•quipment, ditchers, shovels and other things to carry 
on our own work. And since that time we have carried on 
,tll onr own construction. 
C1J11sicforing what we had a number of years back, we made 
and tried to organize the department so that it was divided 
as this clmrt is shown, with an .Assistant Eng-ineer-tbis chart 
was rna<le about a year or so ago, about a year ago-Mr. Hall. 
Aml then, as you note, we tried to divide the various 
hrmwht~s of the City so that some one was responsible for 
those operations. 
~rhe Sanitation Department, the Maintenance Department, 
street~, gutters and so forth, is all under one bea.d. The 
construction was mainly under the general supervision of 
the A~sistant Engineer. vVe were fortunate in having, in the 
deve]opment of the operational department of the city and in 
construction, unusually good foremen, men who had been 
wit.h the <!ity, some of tl~em, for ten to fifteen years, and the 
cooperation of these men has done a great deal to carry on 
the smooth operation of the City, as these men are put in 
<lfrect responsibility for their work . 
.As I mentioned a short time ag-o, a minute ago, 
page 160 ~ the Maintenance Department is divided into 
about four divisions. The maintenance of streets 
is not only the maintaining, but all openings of any kind by 
public utilities or plumbers are taken care of throug·b this 
office. A permit is issued and then we are responsible for all 
repairs in all streets throughout the city. 
The total budget of the Operating Department for 1949 
which was an average year, was approximately $750,000 and 
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for Hl49 the general maintenance and operation of all depart-
ments, plus construction of capital improvements handled 
th1·oug;h our department was approximately $1,300,000. 
Mr. :Marsh: Mr. vVatkins, I am sony; did you say 1949? 
The W'itness : 1949, yes, sir. 
Mr. Marsh: 1Vhat was the $750,000 figure? 
The Witness: The $750,000 is operation. 
~fr. :Marsh: A.nd the other is capital improvements? 
The "\Vitne~s: That is correct. The total of all is approxi-
mately $1,300,000. 
By l\Ir. Edwards: 
Q. Is it your plan, l\Ir. ·watkins, if annexation is decreed, 
to ui,;;e tbe facilities of your department to do the public works 
in the area 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 161 ~ Q. Is your department organized and staffed 
sufficiently to do that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you have the equipment that would be necessary? 
A. "\Ve have sufficient equipment on ba.nd at the present 
time to take care of this annexed area, the maintenance and 
other operations wl1ich woul<l come under it. I did not jµst 
depend on my own opinion on it, but the general superinten-
dentH of the various departments I had ride around. and go 
over this territory and make a. report to me as to what they 
thot1ght they c?uld handle in this· particular area, because I 
have always tried to turn over and let the foreman and men 
use their own ingenuity in working out and giving ideas on 
various subjects of that kind. 
Q. Have you prepared a map whic.b shows bases in Alexa.n-
dria, street bases, and the area proposed to be annexed f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: We offer it as Exhibit City No. 1~. 
"Street Bases" map was received in evidence and marked 
• •City Exhibit No. 12. '') 
By 1\Ir. Edwards: 
Q. "\Viii you take the marker, Mr. ,vatkins, m1d explain this 
exhibit to the Court¥ 
page 162 ~ A~ This map indicates in the City of Alexan-
dria, in three colors the various types of paving 
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·within the city limits, the red indicating- high-type paving 
m1d the green indicatiug· intermediate and the yellow low,. 
type paving. 
High-type paving consisted of concrete base, cement base) 
brick base, asphalt concrete. 
There is in fl1e city approximately 100 miles of streets. At 
the present time approximately 52 miles, 53 miles is high-type 
paving, and 46 miles intermediate with about a mile of low-
type paving. 
That·is indicated by these lines in these sections. (Indicat-
ino·) .-, . 
I mig·ht explain the intermediate type of paving to you. 
There were a g-rcut many streets in the annexed· territory, 
and in some of the older parts• of Alexandria, which were all 
gTavel base streets. Also, some of them were all water-bound 
n1acaclam streets. A great many of them had been down for 
many years, and I am classifying- under this ''Intermediate',. 
those type streets which, in 1·ecent years we have covered with 
two and a half inches of black top. 
And due to the compaction of the gravel bases~ even con-
sidering- the very 11eavy traffic which a number of these 
streets have been subjected to in the last few years, they have 
held up in a remarkable manner. 
page 163 } I could name several streets which have been 
covered that way for a period of ten years and 
liave never been touched since. And we have a great num-
her of those streets of that nature. Of course at the present 
time we do not put those down as new-tY}Je streets but con-
sidering the c.ompaction of the base over a long period of 
time it has been remarkable, with a heavy black top coat, the 
way they have held up. 
pag·e 164} In Alexandria there bas been, as in Arlington 
and these adjacent communities, a great many 
of t11e streets which were built to carry very very light traffic, 
and within a period of four or five and six years they have 
lJeen subjected to traffic for which they were never designed. 
Tliat has been true, I think, not only in Alexandria, but Ar-
lington and other places have had the same situation. So 
we have had to use some of the intermediate type and cover 
them so that tl1ey would take care of traffic which they were 
not expected to have to take care of at that time, and they 
have held up remarkably well. 
Q. Now turning your attention to the a.rea sought to be 
annexed for the moment, will you tell the Court how many 
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miles or streets there are in the area in botI1 the· primary am] 
secondary state highway system! 
AP In the entire area there is approximately twerrty-eigI1t 
miles of roadway or streets. There is in the primary system 
approximately 8.8 miles. They are the ones on this map in: 
red color, that is the Shirley Highway, Little River Tun1pikc, 
and No. 7., . 
Then there are some secondary roads· lilrn Seminary Road, 
Edsa:Il Road-I am not familiar \vith all of tI1e names used 
out t1iie1·e at present-which are secondary roads wI1ich I 
understand are maintained by tlle state which have gravel 
with heavy surface treatment over tbem. In some· 
page 165 ~ places the treatment and the hard surface is· only 
from tw-elve to fourteen feet in width. 
Then there is a classification tlrnt I cali all otiler roads,. 
because I do not know quite as to tllcir status. Some of them 
are only gravel, and whether they are maintained by the 
County or the owners of the land at the present time I am not 
certain .. 
Take tiris road· right here, for instance, wT1icl1 Iea:ds· off 
from Seminary R.oad a.nd leads back to some very nice I10mcs· 
back in that area .. It is graded, as well as I recall, and gravel 
a.bout eig·hteen to twenty feet wide. It is in good condition~ 
It has no surface over it. There are a number of those roads 
around to the extent of about fi.ve miles. As to who main-
tains them or the classific.a.tion, I am inclined to think that 
s<mie· of them are in maybe subdivisions where perhaps the-
crwne:rs take ca re of them. 
Now roads of' that type, if they are in subdivisions, even if 
they haven't been treated with the surface treatment, but if 
in a recorded subdivision, I would certainly think and ex-
pect, if this area is taken info the City,. that ·me maintenance 
of those- streets would be up to the City of Alexandria. We· 
have Jiad somewhat similar conditions sev~ral times· in the· 
City of Alexandria. 
J"'udge Brown: Ur. Watkins, may I interrupt you there~. 
I understood you to say there were twenty-eight 
page 166 }- miles of roads or streets,. as you put it, in this; 
area. 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: Does tha:t include the streets- frr Shirlev-
Duke, for instance! "' 
The Witness: Yes, sir. I got those by scaling them off 
from this map that we had, and we tried to get all of tbe 
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streets or roads that were used of any nature. That includes 
all of them. 
Judge Brown: How far is the Shirley Highwayf How 
many miles is thaU How long is that stretch approximately! 
The Witness: It is two and a fraction miles. I have tho 
fig·ure here. I could find it. It is about two and a quarter 
miles. 
The general alignment of Seminary Road and the grades 
are fairly good. It needs at the present time, and we a re cer-
tainly contemplating· making· improvements, bee.a.use due to 
the pavement narrowness and considering the traffic that it 
carries at the present time, it needs widening. 
By l\fr. Edwards: 
Q. W11ich road is that? 
A. Seminary Road. That is a road shown lrnro in green 
leading from Janney's Lane directly west to Shirley Hig·h-
way, coming- out at vVashingfon Forest. 
Edsall Road, and I think it is called Lincolnia Road, from 
the standpoint of alignment and grade is one 
page 167 ~ wbieh will need considerable improvement in the 
future. Those two roads are a lot different from 
Seminary Road. 
As to the roads generally, with regard to main-
page 168 ~ tcnance, you noticed in driving over them that 
there is considerable, in some places, of what I 
would call small maintenance. In other places capital im-
provements would have to be used to really get the roads and 
streets in first-class condition. 
Q. Would it be your plan, sir, to bring all of the roads up 
to a reasonable standard 1 
A. Yes, sir. vVe have in the City tried, and have suc-
ceeded, I think, in keeping· the roads, considering the heavy 
traffic that is tuming- over on them, from a maintenance stand-
point, in an unusually high type for cities, and would cer-
tainly expect the same thing in this territory if it is taken 
over. 
Q. Do you consider the improvement of these roads is es-
sential for the proper development of the area f 
A. Yes. As will be noted, Seminary Road, particularly, is 
one of the main thoroughfares which cuts directly almost 
throug·h the proposed territory, m1d it is a feeder road and 
will continue to be for quite a long time. 
Q. All right, sir. 
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Have you prepared an exhibit showing sewers in tbe City 
of AlC'xandria 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. Edw-ai·ds: This is offered as Exhibit No. 13. 
page 169 ~ (Map showing- thoroughfares in the City of 
Alexandria wa.s received in evidence and marked 
"City Exhibit No. 13. ") 
By :Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Explain the exhibit, please f 
A. This exhibit City 13, is a map showing the Sanitary 
sewers throughout the City of Alexandria and also the storm 
s.ewers. 
At the present time the City of Alexandria is 99.5 per cent 
sewered, of all the property. I mean, with houses on them. 
I do not mean every piece of property. vVhich is approxi-
ma.tely 12.,0QO connections, being approximately 14,000 pieces 
of property in the City. 
The general type of sewer construction, sanitary sewer-
first, I may say that with the exception of two very· old trunk-
lincs, one of them leading into the old section of downtown 
into Hunting Creek, .with th~ exception of two, all the ~ani-
t.ary sewers are straight samtary sewers, and not combmed. 
The one known as the old tan yard ditch sewer is a combined 
sanitary and storm drain; One of the first sewers built in 
Alexandria. And another one known as the Pendleton, is a 
combined sto1111 and sanitarv sewer. 
Outside of that all the sanitary sewers are built ·entirely 
separate from storm drains. 
The former engineer of the City of Alexandria, 
page 170 ~ }Ir. Dunn, who was there a great many years, 
started the system in the highest type of con-
struction and since my return to the city, and for the last 
ten years, we have triec1 to continue the same high type of 
sanitary sewer construction. 
All of the sanitary sewers in Alexandria. a.re laid in con-
crete. From the maintenance standpoint we Imve found that 
,while it ma.y cost a little more, that from the roots and filtra-
tion getting into the sewers it is one of the best forms of con-
struction. · 
All of the lines tliroughout the city have that form of con-
struction. 
County of Fnirfnx v. City oi Alexandria 
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In the old annexed territory-I say the "old annexed terri-
ton-,'' I mean the annexation of 1915 and the 1930 ,vhich was 
the town of Potomac and Del-Rav and others-there are cer-
tain sewers out there that were ·built prior to the time that 
it was annexed, of wl1ich a few were inadequa.l-0 in size and 
lmve since been replaced by tl1c city. 
There is an ordinance-
Q. Just one minute. Docs the city do its own s·ewer con-
:struction work? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Go al1ead. Pardon me for interrupting·. 
A. There is an or<linance in the -City of Alexandria which 
if a sewer built by private parties, or others, becomes inade-
quate due, either to size or poor construction, the 
page 171 } City can construct a new sewer a.nd the property 
owners be required to book on to that sewer. 
That bas been done in a number of cases in the outlying 
sections. 
. All of the sewer construction for the last ten years has 
1Jeen done by city forces. And with all of the apartment 
houses and rapid development in Alexandria, to my knowl-
,eclge there has never been an apartment or development that 
·when they were ready for sewers bas ever been held up be-
~ause the sewer ha<l not been constructed. 
"\Ve from time to time have had several emergencies which 
required work seven days a week to get it, but they have al-
ways been g-otten. 
,A very good example of wha.t occurred was in the latter 
part of 19-41. A couple of gentlemen came to the o-ffice of the 
City l\fa.nag·er and said that the Government had acquired-
wasn't going· to acquire; had acquired-a tract of land on 
the upper part of King· StrP.et for a housing project for the 
employees· of the torpedo plant. 
Excuse me just a minute. lVIr. Smith, would you put up 
that other map 1 That is in the Taylor Run area, and in that 
particular area there were no sewers whatsoever a.t that time. 
Q. We are not throug·h with this map City No. 13. Don't 
:cover it up.. 
A. That particular area had no sewers at that 
pag·e 17.2 "} time, and was an area of a.bout 1,300 acres. 
The upper part with which some of you gentle-
men may be familiar, is the Theological Semiary, and High 
School. That is the upper part of the Taylor-Run territory. 
The area in yellow is the drainage area of Taylor-Rua 
Q. That is only on No. 141 
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A. On No. 14, Cbinqna:pirr Hollow Development, as you 
Imow, is in the upper part of that. 
The City Council appropriated, after an estimate was: 
made, $100,000 for the construction of tfo:1t sewer. Irr work-
ing out and designing tllat sewer, it was a trunk sewer to· 
serve tna.t for the foture, and in considering tne Iength of 
line tTlat Iiad to be· built I designed that by taking throughout 
the city densities of population, water consumption from resi-
<l.ences of various types-row houses, apartments and sing·lc-
:fianrily dwellings-and that was designed on tflat basis so it 
would take care of tlla.t area in time. 
That is one of tile instances where an emergency in the city 
was met. When this was built for Chirrquapin there was 
hardly anything else in there. T11is particular line begins at 
Hooff 's Run,. comes through the Southern Railroad ''s prop-· 
erty, and then crosses Telegraph Road, comes through the 
County, and goes through the Fruit Growers Express,. 
through their main line-in fact, rig-ht underneath tlieir- sheds~ 
We have fifteen tracks to go under. 
png·e 173 ~ Q. Are the Fruit Growers outside of the city 
nowf 
A. That is correct.. 
Q. And they are being served by city sew,-ers! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Are they in the area to be annexed¥ 
A. Yes, sir. And a branch line was extended parallel with 
tT1e- R. F. & P. Railroad to take care of the area on Duke 
Stre·et. 
. This particular sewer,. as I say, when it was built f.rom an 
appropriation from the city direct,. there was no· govern-
mental help whatever. It was a direct city appropriation. 
Q. Did Fairfax County make any contribution to that, sir f' 
A. No,. sir. That was to take cure of something 'way up, 
in this area, and we met the emergency at that time,. as it 
arose. 
Since that sewer has been constructed there- has been a 
great deal of development in that particular area. Served 
by that particular sewer at the present time in Fairfax 
County,. by actual count, are 2,100 people. Included in those 
using that sewer at the present time, and that sewer was 
constrnctecl in 1941, is the Fruit Growers Express, the Trailer 
Camp which is along Teleg·raph Roacl-
Q. How many persons are there in the trailer camp, or 
rather, how many trailers are there in there t 
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A. I do not know the number of trailets. Tho 
page 174 ~ trailer camp has approximately 800 people in it. 
Q. Do those people make auy contribution like 
$18 or $24 a year to the City for the use of that sewer? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Does the County of Fairfax make any contribution to 
t11e City for their use! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Is the same thing true nbout the Fruit Growers Ex-
press f 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Go ahead. 
A. Besides the ones named, there are certain small inchts-
tries along in there. The Lee-Jackson School is sewered into 
this; the Episcopal Hig·h School is. This was a later exten-
sion. Both the Tl1eological Seminary and the Episcopal High 
School came into this sewer, the high school first. This line 
was extended at Braddock Road in t11e County about 1,200 
feet. Prior to 1944., when I believe that line was constructed, 
or '43, the high school septic tauks and drainag:e fields were 
causing a great deal of frouble and :Mr. Boothe; who repte-
sented the high school, and othel's, asked if an extension 
could be made, and we extended it to take care of the Epis-
copal Hig-h School. Later the Theological Seruimtty was 
taken ca re of. 
page 175 ~ There are some apartments on Duke Street 
near and above the Frnit Gl'oWet·s Exnress which 
about three years ago had theh septic tanks overflowing and 
going down 011 the ]tmit Growers, and the then-I do not re-
call the gentleman's name--Health Office!' of Fairfax County 
came to our office and asked if there was any way possible 
that we could take care of those apal'tmcnts, due to the vory 
unfortunate conditions. Thev lmd a small area and coul<l 
not increase their drainage fields. Tlwsc were taken care of. 
Q. Arc those apal"tments in the nrea sou.ght to be annexed bl 
A. Yes, sir, they are on the east side of Duke Stteet. 
Q. All tight, go al1encl. 
A. As I stated, there are approximately 2,100 people tlmt 
have been served by this partict1lar sewer. . 
Incidentally, I do not know whether I mentioned it, on thi8 
Exhibit No. 14 the storm drains are tl1e line~ shown in green. 
Q. ·where does the city now discharge its efflmmts from 
these sewers 1 
A. R.ef erring to this exhibit 14--I don't know whether -von 
can distinguish it-tho city discliarges its sewers at the pi·es-
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ent time into three different places, Four Mile Run, the Poto-
mac River, and Hunting Creek. This drainage area on ex-
. l1ibit 14, which is in the northern part of the City, 
pag·e 176 ~ discharges into Four :Mile Run. A large part or 
the downtown area by numerous small intercepting 
sewers, empties directly into the Potomac River. A large Bec-
tiou here, colored in purple, the Central Section of the City, 
goes into Hooff 's Run which goes into the Hunting Creek 
area. This area we just spoke of, Taylor Run, flows into 
Hooff 's Run area and then into Hunting Creek. 
Q. Are there any plans on foot to treat this sewerage·? 
A. Some years ag·o the firm of Greeley and Hanson, Cou-
sulting- Engineers of Chicago, were retained by the Citr to 
draw up plans and specification~ for a sewage disposal plant. 
These plans have been completed. 
Q. What did those plans cost, incidentally f 
A. Those plans, the plans and specifications complete were 
approximately $62,000. 
Q. Go ahead. 
A. These sewage plans were for a treatment plant to be 
loeated on city-owned property at the foot of Payne Street on 
Hunting Creek. A larg·e par·t of the cost of this sewage dis-
posal project was in the intercepting- sewers. As all of the 
sewage from the northern area was to be taken in intercepters 
by pumping across Commonwealth Avenue and broup:ht over 
to here, these sewers which dump into the river would have to 
be picked up by an interceptor beginning in the northeasterly 
section of the citv near Second Street and con-
pag·e 177 ~ tinning along Union Street on the waterfront and 
brought back up to this point. 
The sewer known as the Taylor Run, would be continued 
to the sewage disposal plant. 
These plans are in tlw office ancl are complete plans, not 
preliminary reports, and with the exception of a few mi.nor 
changes as to something in the plan as to equipment,- the con-
tract could be let. 
Q. How many persons is this disposal plan designed to 
serveT 
A. This disposal plant was designed for 100,000 people. 
Q. I believe it has bceu testifiecl that there are 61.~000 peo-
ple in the city of Alexandria now~ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ,,r ould you tell the Court whetl1er, in your opinion this 
plant is sufficient to serve the area soug·ht to lJe annexed? 
A. The design of the plant, which was for 100,000 people, 
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with the present }JOpulation of 61,000 people aucl the number 
in the annexed territory, and allowing for a normal .growth, 
as spoken about by the testimony of Mr. Hall yeste1;day, this 
i-;ewage disposal plant is sufficient. 
Q. How would you propose, by the way of trunklines, to 
bring the fluid in from the annexed area to your city system 
and then into the treatment plant? 
page 178 ~ A. By a glance at this exhibit, City 14, and the 
location of our existing· trm~kline sewer, and with 
the knowledge which I imagine that most of you gentlemen 
have of the general topograpl1y-
Mr. Marsh: The general whaU 
The vVitness: General topography, the plan is to take our 
existing· trunkline sewer from TelegTaph Road, which is the 
point I have indicated, and extend that trunkline through 
this industrial area up to Holmes Run and then continue it 
up Holmes Run to take ca re of a natural depression through 
:this territory,, extending- this line up to· tl1e uppermost limits 
of tbe proposed annexed territory and connecting such lines 
as exist at the present time onto that sewer. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. Have you made any e'3timates of the costs that woulcl 
lJe involved in the extension that vou have referred to? 
A. The extension of this trunkiine through the area just 
indicated, to the upper part of the county, would be approxi-
mately $2cm,ooo. 
Q. Are there any other sections in the area sought to be an-
nexed that immediately need the installation of either laterals 
connecting or sub-trunklines 1 
page 179} A. The sanitary sewer district map showed cer-
tain sewers w hicb they propose to construct in 
this particular area. At the present time as far as I could 
find out, there are only two connections into the sanitary 
tmnkline, t11e main one being Shirley-Duke and the other be-
in~~' I l1elieve it is referred to as the Delta Subdivision. 
On tbe proposed construction of lateral lines in the sani-
tary ·district on their map, they show first what is indicated 
here as n dotted line-I' doubt if you gentlemen can see it-
it is along· Duke Street and is approximately five thousand 
feet of sew~r. That particular construction can be sewered 
bv the City of Alexandria. In fact a lar~;e part of it has al-
ready been sewered. In other words, this particular area 
which they show along Duke Street can all be sewered at the 
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present time and would be so proposed into the Alexandria: 
trunkline sewer. 
Ruffman 's property. A short extension from the Theologi-
cal Seminary which can be sewered.directly into the Alexan-
dria sewer. 
You might note in between this triangle a large part of 
the Brookings .tract would go directly into the Alexandria 
sewer. That"sewer can be extended back to the divide bevoud 
Ruffman 's property. A short extension from the Theoligi-
cal seminary would g·o up Seminary Road back to the back 
of that watershed. 
page 180 ~ The area colored in purple in the upper part of 
this Exhibit 14 has these red lines. These dotted 
red lines are the lines which on the sanitary sewer map show 
the proposed construction in the sanitary district. This 
purple area is the natural drainage into Arlington sewers and 
there is approximately ten to eleven thousand feet of that 
proposed line which as far as I could determine would not 
only naturally go but the map shows is going- into Arlington 
sewers. 
Of course, in the development of a sewer system in an 
area of .this kind after your trunkline is constructed, you 
would not extend lateral lines until a d()vclopment or a street 
is shown for several verv eYident reasons. The first is it 
would not be necessary t~ build it, and the second,. wlricl1 is 
the most important, is that all sew{)r lines are intended to be 
in the streets or alleys, and until the subclivision is laid out 
the>se, lines wolllld not be constructed. 
I would say that we would follow tJie same policy in tl1e· 
annexed territory that has been fo1lowec1 in Alexandria aml 
other well-planned communities that if you Imve your trunk-
line sewer constructed as we intend to construct it1 then you 
make the extensions as thev are neccTecl. 
There is not sl1own, as f ai~ a:s I could find, on tlle proposed 
sanitary sewer map, any proposed lines in tllfa pal'ticular-
annexed area witfl the exception of np in "V\Tasl1ing:ton Forest 
and a short extension from Holmes Run in front 
page 181 ~ of the Quartermaster Depot coming up to I sup-
pose that is Edsall Road. It runs up t11ere a 
short distance, about five or six nooses, and it extends down 
on Duke Street .. 
Q. l\:Ir. ,,r atkins, have yon made any estimate of tbe co~t 
that would be involved in building tl1e sewers that are shown 
on this sanitary district map to which you refer! 
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A. Do you mean all of the sewers they have shown, Mr. 
Edwards~/ 
Q. All that they propose to construct. 
A. By scaling from the sanitary district map in this par-
ticular area, there seems to be about twenty-eight thousand 
feet of sewer to be constructed. That includes this on Duke 
Street and other places. From their prospectus they are to 
spend a million and some thousand dollars for extensions, aud 
at the rate of five dollars a foot approximately, from what I 
could get from the prospectus by taking the total amount and 
dividing· the length into it, the sewer extensions they propose 
would be approximately $135,000. 
Q. I g·atber from what you said a few minutes ag·o that 
due to the presence of city sewers or the lack of development 
of particular areas that it is your judg1nent that the expendi-
ture of $135,000 would not be indicated at this time. 
A. No, because as I stated before, this Duke Street area, 
which is approximately a mile of sewers-the sewers are al-
ready down there and they are lateral extensions. 
page 182 ~ l\Ir. l\IcCandlish: If the Court please, I hesi-
tate to interrupt :Mr. '\Y atkins, but this sounds 
like rebuttal testimonv to me. There has been no testimony 
put in the record about what the County is going to do. He 
just says wlmt he thinks they are g·oing to do,. where they nre 
g·oing to put lines, and what they arc going to spend. 
,Judge Brown: Are you getting this information from the 
sanitary district map f 
Mr. Edwards: No., but from Exhibits County 1 through 13 
which were introduced. 
Mr. McCandlish: That absolutelv does not show the Jines. 
Judge Brown: ·wen, that can be taken care of when you 
come to it. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. '\Vell, do you know how many sewer lines there are in 
the area soug-ht to be annexed, and if so, w'liat is the source 
of your information? 
page 183 } A. The number of connections in the district to 
be annmwd is, as given to me by Mr. Corbalis-
Q. Who is l\fr. Corbalis ! 
A. Sanitary Engineer of Fairfox County. 
As of July, 1950, 2,144 units connected. 
Q. "'What percentage of the persons in the area are being 
now served through the Alexandria system i 
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A. l\Ir. Edwards, by this question do you mean the number 
of units connected, to percentage-
Q. Either the units or the persons which would be served, 
whichever information yon have. 
A. This 2,000-it is a little difficult without fig·uring to ar-
rive at that. There is 2,144 units served. I do not know 
whether that was included in that, because he kind of gave 
me this information, and the letter Himply stated that the 
2, 1.44 units were served. ,v1iether that included these on 
Duke Street ,vhich are served, I could not say. So it would be 
a. little difficult unless we sat down and checked verv care-
fully on that to figure out. · 
But the population., the number of people served, is ap-
proximately 2,100 people in this particular area. 
Q. \\" ell, now·, have you reduced that to any percentage 
fig·ure? 
A. The percentage figure that I have used was in the con-
struction of the lines which were shown on the 
page 184 ~ Sanitary District maps in proportion to their en-
tire construction program in this area. 
Q. You mean the lines that would either go into Arlington 
or into Alexandria? 
A. That is rig·ht. 
Q. "That are those percentag-es? 
A. That percentage, this is after taking out the Duke Street 
proposed extensions, is ap1woximately 18 per cent of that 
. total construction. .And taking· out the Arlington which would 
µ;o into the Arlington system, not coming to their main trunk-
liue, is approximately 41 per cent of their shown construction. 
Q. X ow then, that would represent roughly 60 per cent that 
is ~roing· into either Arlington or Alexandria 1 
A. Yes, sir. Of their proposed construction as I obtained 
it from the Sanitary Disfrict map. 
l\fr. Marsh: That is in the area that vou seek? · 
The ·witness: That is in the annexed ·area only, Mr. Marsh. 
By l\fr. Edwards: . 
Q. :Mr. Vl atkins, have yon made any estimate of tlle value 
of the Sanitary Trunkline tliat runs tbroug·h this area, using 
the amount which Fairfax County has contracted to pay tl1e 
Government as a base for such calculations? 
Mr. Marsh: I do not understand your question, sir .. 
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l\fr .. Edwards: Read it to l1im please, Mr. Re .. 
page 185 ~ porter. 
(The pending question was read by the Reporter.) 
Mr .. Marsh: ·what sewer are you talking nbouU 
J udg·e Brown : Trunldine sewer. 
l\Ir. Marsh: The County or the City? 
l\Ir. Edwards: You understand. I am talking about the 
Sanitary line. There is no sense in putting a value on a city 
line. 
Mr. Marsh: I do not know wl1at you are talking about 
I do want to know what you are talking- about. 
The Witness: Using the :figure which was set up in the 
prospectus of the Sanitary District bond issue of $3,000,000, 
au item of $460.,000 was set up for the acquisition of the 
trunkline. Using a percentage of the length of the total line 
through the annexed territory we obtained the figure of ap-
proximately $45,000 for that length of line through the 
County. 
Judge Brown: "\Vliat mileage is there of the trunkline 
sewer? 
The Witness: Through the territory it is 13,000 feet. That 
is about two or a little over two and a quarter miles. 
,Judge Brown: ·what is the diameter of the sewer at that 
point? 
The Witness: Thirtv inches. 
page 186 } Judge Brown: Is that the same all the way 
througl1 tl1e line? 
The "\Vitness: Through the annexed territory, so far as 
I know, that is the same. That sewer goes from 36, I under-
stand, to a much smaller diameter but through this particu-
lar territory, it is 30 inches. 
Judge Brown: I know, but at the upper end of it, for 
example, what is iU 
I do not mean at tbe upper end of the territory, I mean 
tl1e upper end of the line. 
The Witness : The upper end of the County or of the an-
nexed t'erritoryf · 
J udg·e Brown : No, of the entire line. 
The ~itness: Through the annexed territory? 
Judge Brown: No, where the line begins, the uppermost 
eud, up by the Lee Highway. 
The Witness: The Sanitary map that was given to me 
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length, but from the manholes that I looked into up in the-
upper end, it was a 30-inch line .. 
J udgc Brown: You are talking about the upper end of 
tbe territory proposed to be annexed t 
The Witness: Yes., sir. 
Judge Brown: I am talking about the upper end of the 
tl'limkline sewer .. 
page 187 ~ · The Witness: I could not tell you about the 
upper end of the trunkline sewer. 
Judge B1·0.wn ~ Would that not enter into the cost of it. 0? 
The \Vitness: This cost that I was asked the question on 
is the cost of $460,000 for this trunkline which was g·iven in 
as an item in that prospectus. 
J ndg·e Brown: I unde1·s.tand that.. How did you arrive· 
at the $45,000 figure t 
The ,vitness: By taking the length of the sewer, the trnnk-
line sewer, as given in their prospectus and taking the pro-
portion which goes throug·h the annexed territory. 
Judge Brown : In miles t 
The \\Titness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: Isn't a 36-inch sewer worth more tfom a 
24-inch sewer¥ 
The ·witness: Yes, sir, -and a 36-inch sewer was built in 
the lower part ond the upper end. The prospectus says the 
sewer was small in the upper end. \Yhere it changed, I do, 
not know, but the 30-inch line was through the center of it. 
Too fower end of it is1 as I understand it,. a 36-inch line. 
Judge· Brown: The wny I understand you arrived at yom .. 
figure was that the entire line· was 24 miles and 2 miles went 
through this territory, and you would take l/12th of iL 
The Witness: Tiur.t fa exactly correct,: the way 
page 188 f it was put to us·. 
Judge Brown: Is- that a correct way to figure· 
it'f 
The ·witness ~ Considering tlie fact that the upper encl 
of the line, from the prospectus is smaller, and the Iowe1· end' 
is larger, this is an average sewer line of the Sanitary Dir.;-
trict, nnd also if you went on cost, this particular area in 
through here, from what I could see of it, had a constmction 
cost I am quite certain that was not as heavy as it was in 
the lower end, where they ran into bad w·ater and otiier soil 
conditions .. 
To p;o into tllat and determine eacb, yo11 would have to· 
have the original construction plans, but as a fair estimate I 
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would t.hiuk tllat, taking· it on a perceutage bai:ds, is as fair as 
could be determined. 
By :Mr. Edwards: 
Q. ·would you propose to do the sewer construction by your 
department just as you had proposed to do the street con-
struction in the event annexation becomes a fact? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And your department is equipped and organized to do 
that? 
A. We have the equipment to do su~h construction as would 
be required and have done it in the past. 
Q. :Mr. \Vatkins, it has been shown in this case that througlt 
a period of years you have been engaged in plan-
page 189 ~ ning not only for Alexandria, but other places. 
·what in your judgment is the need, if any, so far 
as planning is concerned, in the area sought to be annexed f 
A. In answering the question of planning in this particular 
area, I feel that you have to take a view of city planning as 
it is conceived and as circumstances have caused it to de-
velop in the last few years, especially in this metropolitan 
area. 
City planning is of two kinds, I would say. City planning 
to develop and lay out an entirely uew area., or a compara-
tively new area, and city planning of a community which has 
been built, and due to increased population, traffic and numer-
ous other things which have developed in a modern society, 
needs engineering, economie and cornmon-sense planning. 
This pal'ticular area to be annexed, in my estimation, pre-
sents one of the most interesting examples of possible plan-
ning for the future that I have seen. ..W c realize that thoi:;e 
wl10 built the cities back in the past, did 11ot realize that 
streets of 30 and 40 feet and houses built close to the streets 
would some day tax all of the resources of communities to 
afford not ouly transpo·1·tation but other thing-s. It was not 
a mistake of the people of tl1e past; it waR 8imply the fact 
that they did not know thst certain things were coming about. 
I think that all of ns from time to time mRke a 
page 190 ~ mistake but the' impol'tant tl1inµ; isr if you make 
a mistake, that you do i10t profit by it ancl not 
make tlie mistaken over again. 
In Alexandria and Arlington, and I am quite certain it i~ 
true in 001.e:r Virginia communities, one of the rna;jor expemli-
t.nres· at the present time is, t]1e· widelfling: and straightening--
out of thoroughfares. This not to discourage anJ;one ,vlio 
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did it in the past, but they did not realize. At the present 
time in Alexandria, on Glebe Road ,ve are spending approxi-
$75,000 simply to widen the streets. Recently in Arlington 
the State Highway Department did the same thing, and I 
understand it was one of the most expensive pieces of right-
of-way in the State, but it was necessary. 
I think tLat 1\fr. Mattern is familiar with a large project 
in Roanoke., an urban project which has been necessitated by 
traffic conditions. The people when they laid it out did not 
realize it. 
This particular area l1ere l1as certain main highways 
through it. I would not attempt at the present time to say 
that there would be a park road, or parkway built up Holmes 
Run, or whether there would be two transverse streets through 
t.he county or three; whether that right-of-way should be 80 
or 100 or 120 feet, but I do say that this particular territory 
is a beautiful lying· territory and is to a large extent virgin in 
planning possibilities, and if it is taken into the 
page 191 ~ city, I would certainly say that one of the first 
thing·s is a plan, not one of the theoretical beauti-
ful plans that a great many communities have, but a practical 
plan with major hig·bvmys and minor highways throughout 
the communities and others, and tliere has been allowed in 
the budget for the future, one of the largest percentages of 
increase in the Planning· Department of the City of Alexan-
dria to carry on this work. 
I knew qnhe well, and was very fond of the late :Mr. Stock-
ton, Planning Engineer of Fairfax County, and from time 
to time he had talked to me on the subject of planning in Fair-
fax. In considering· the facilities he had-and it was entirely-
new-I think that M:r. Stockton was doing a very fine job. 
But, as he remarked to me, he said, ""We have not the equip-
ment or the personnel-'' 
i\f r. Marsh: I certainly think that is hearsay testimony, 
if the Court please, and I object to it. What Mr. Stockton 
said to him. Mr. Stockton is dead and gone. 
-Jud~e Brown: I think you have gotten pretty far from the· 
question anyway, l\fr. ,v atkins. I think the question is aoout 
the plans you have. 
The Witness: The plan, ,Judge, as I stated, I wouicl not say 
at the present time that we have two streets or three streets 
within an area of that kind, but the main object is to carry 
out a full planning- of this particular area. And I feel ff sucTu. 
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a plan is carried out, that it will work to the 
l)Hge 192 } .advantage of the whole community in that par-
ticular area. 
Bv !fr. Edwards: 
·· Q. Do you think any planning ought to be done by the-
for the whole area, rather than just for the annexed area by 
one agency and Alexandria by another planning agency 1 
A. I think that considering all of it, any planning that is 
done in that annexed territory, just like any planning at the 
present time that is done, you have to take into connection 
the adjacent territory. This has been recognized in tl1is en-
tire metropolitan area. 
l\Ir. McCandlish: If the Court please, we would like to 
have a short recess before we cross-examine. 
Judge Brown: Is l\Ir. Edwards throug·h? 
:Mr. Edwards: Yes . 
• Judge Brown: vVe will take a short recess. 
(There was a short recess.) 
page 193 } CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. Mr. Watkins, do you consider yourself a, city planner or 
an engineer 1 
A. I consider that I am a municipal engineer who has had 
about thirty yea.rs' experience in all types of planning, con-
8truction, and so forth. 
Q. Your chief work has been laying· out streets, installing 
sewers, and that sort of thing; isn't tha.t correct f 
A. I have been on the Planning ,Commission since I have 
been in Alexandria. I have ha.d quite a. bit of contact in areas 
in which developments came to lay out streets and projects. 
Mr. McCandlish: I would like to have tllat street map un-
covered. 
By Mr. McCanc1lish: 
·Q. Now -on this map here-I am talking a.bout in the city 
now-a.s I understand your testimony, the red is the high 
type surface, the green is the intermediate, and the yellow is 
the low type. I can't see very well from here what color you 
lmve Quaker Lane? 
:j 
--········;· ... , ....... 1.1.,.-;=:::":'.r.r,•:.=:=.=.===· 
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A. Quaker Lane is intermediate. 
Q. Now is this classification of the high type, intermediate· 
type, and low type made on the basis of the sm-f ace rather 
than the condition it is in now1 
A. The classification, as I have tried to explain,. 
page 194 } was on the base that is under the street and tbe-
g-eneral surface of the street. 
Q. So it is the construction rather than the· condition by 
w liich you make these classifications! 
A .. Yes, it is the- construction, the way it was originally con-
strrreted, ancl its general condition. 
Q. In downtown, in Old Alexandria, there are some cobble-
stone streets, aren't there 1 
A. There are two blocks of cobblestone stree·ts le·ft in tlte· 
eity; yes, sir. 
Q. Do you have tI10se classified 7 
A. Well, that one theTe is a. low-type street, old cobble-
stones. Prince Street and Princess Street arc tbe onlv two 
blocks left in the city. "' 
Q. You speak of secondary roads out in the county. Am 
I correct in my assumption that you colored the primary roads 
in the County,. that is in the a.rea, and then the rest of that 
you just classified as secondary r 
A .. No, not all of them; I classified as secondary Seminary 
Road, Edsall Road and then all others were, as I rema:rkeu,. 
ar one- or two roads that I went do,\,i, have nothing on tbem .. 
They were· tlie other roads to the extent of about fi-ve miles .. 
Q .. And yon do not know whether they are maintained by 
the deYefopers or tl1e State 'l 
page 195 f A .. I do not,. no. 
Q. I understand tha:_t them are 28 miles of 
streets or secom:lary roads in the· area other than primary. 
Is that cor~et t 
A.. No:. I had 28 miles altogether .. 
Q. 28 miles altogether t 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And how many miles of those were primary f 
.A.. 8.8 .. 
Q. Then you have about 19 miles of secondary or other;_ 
,vise! · 
.A.. The way I was. able· to classify it was by scaling,. 8.8 
p.rimary. and 13.8 secondary, and a1ll others I bad 5-1/2 .. 
Q .. What c]ass:i:fieatioI1l, or whm:t standard were vou using· 
in the ·City which you plan to hrhrg these streets: up to? 
.A.. On the secondary streets,. like Semi:na1ty Road and Ed-
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sall Road, it needs widening and I would figure on bringing 
those up to a. high intermediate in the immediate future. 
Q. And wl1at would that cosU 
A. Costf 
Q. Yes. 
A. To bring it up, widen it out, around $55,000 or $60,000. 
Q. Is that per mile, or the whole thing¥ 
A. To take care of all of it. I have not figured 
page 196 ~ on putting in a new base at the present time. 
Q. How a.bout what is known as Braddock 
Road! The Braddock Road starts at the intersection of 
Route 7 at Quaker Lane and g·oes off to the west and then 
comes south and joins Seminary Road. ,vhat is your plan 
about that 1 You have it in green on your street map there. 
A. You are referring to the road that turns, that cuts back 
into Seminary Hoa.d 0/ 
Q. It runs between the high school and Seminary, and cuts 
out on Seminary Road. 
l udge Brown: You mean the one that turns at right angles t 
Mr. McCandlish: Yes. 
By l\Ir. :McCandlish: 
· Q. You can. sec it on the map there. That is it. 
A. That road at the present time requires some mainte-
nance and widening of the shoulders. As for rebuilding at 
the present time, I w·otdd not figure on rebuilding it at pre8-
ent. 
Q. There are not a great many people living on that road 
at the present time? 
A. No, there are not a great many back in there now. 
Q. And at the present time this area is not sufficiently 
thickly populated to require much of this service, such as the 
sewer and street improvements, and that sort of 
page 197 ~ thing·, is it t At the present time'? 
A. I feel that all of the roads in the area which 
are real established roads and streets ~hould have good main-
tenance the same as we maintain generally throughout the 
city. 
Q. You do not base that on-if it is not a feeder road, you 
do not base that on-don't you use the number off people 
living on the road, to any extent, as to the type of mainte-
nance you have on there? 
A. It would depen<l on the road. One road I referred to 
· is a graveled. road. There is no surfacing on it at the pres-
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cut time. If that road would become rutted, I would think 
it would be up to the City to go and put the road machine 
over it an<l bring it up to g·ood condition. 
Q. Now, when the Cbiuquapin-Taylor Run sewer was de-
signed, what area was that designed to serve at the time it 
was origfoally desig1ied, l\lr. ·w atkins? 
A. The entire area. of Taylor Run area. 
Q. And at the time it was designed what was its capacity 
in terms of population? 
A. I do not recall the exact population. I know in fig·uring 
for that line, in the upper end, around Donaldson's store 
which at that time was entirely farmland, I took 30 or 40 
acres in there and was under the impression-it rna.y be just. 
a hunch-that later on there would be large developments in 
there that have since developed in that area, and 
pag·e 198 ~ a large percentage of the other area would be 
hig·h-class residential, and at the lower end would 
be some commercial and industrial. 
Q. Can you get me the figure on what population you 
figured on-
A. I would have to go to the office and g-et it. 
Q. I mean, could you bring it up here tomorrow! 
A. Yes, sir~ 
l\Ir. Edwards: You mean Tuesdav? 
:Mr. Mc.Candlish: I beg your pardon. Tuesday. 
By Mr. l\foCandlish: 
·Q. "Then was this ·Chinquapin sewer designed? 
A. It was the early part of, middle of 1941. 
Q. And you sa.y at that time the area around Donaldson's 
store was ni.ostly farms? 
A. There w·as nothing in there except Donla.dson 's store 
and a few dwellings around there. 
Q. ·what is the ca.pacity of the sewer at the point where 
you plan to begin your extension down here at the Fruit 
Growers, to· go up to Holmes Run 1 
A. .About 5% million. 
Q. Five and a half million gallons a day? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·which is roughly 55,000 people, is that right? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, you were talking about, I think Mr~ 
page 199 ~ Edwards asked you if the Fairfax County con-
tributed anything to the expense of this sewe1· 
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'tlll'ough the county, and you said they did not. Is "that .cor-
rect? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How about tlte property owners in the Countyt Did 
they pay anything towards the privilege of using this sewer f 
A. The property owners, yes. 
·Q. Did they pay a. front footage in there? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Now, you spoke of some plans for a sewage treatment 
plant from Greeley and Hanson for which you paid $62,000. 
":bat funds paid for those plans f 
A. Out of t11e general funds of the city. 
Q. They were not paid for by the Federal Government¥ 
A. (No response.) 
Mr. Rogers: What was your answer? You shook your 
head. 
The ·witness: No, sir. Pardon me. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
., Q. When did you employ Greeley and Hanson? You -said 
some years ago was your testimony. How many years ago? 
A. The latter pa.rt of '43 or '44; the early part of '44. 
Q. And when did you first hear from the Water 
imge 200 ~ Control Board about the question of sewage treat~ 
ment in the City of Alexandria? 
A. About 2112 or 3 years ago. 
Q. ·wasn't it in the summer of 1946? 
A. I said two and a half or three years ago. 
Mr. Edwards! The ·water Control Act was not on the 
books in 1946. 
l\fr. McCandlish: The ·water Control Act was passed at 
the legislative session of 1946. 
Bv Mr. l\foCandlish: 
'Q. And at that time, or shortly thereafter, were'nt you 
ordered by the Water Control Board to stop pollution of the 
Potomac River! 
A. I don't recall an order. 
Q. There was never any order from the Water Control 
Board? 
A. There was a continuation permit, I believe it was called. 
I know that we were before the Water Control Board and 
they gave a continuation permit when it first came up .. 
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Q. And since tllat date has not the "\Vater Control Board 
on numerous occasions requested the City of' Alexandria to 
sfop polluting the Potomac River! 
A. There have been several occasions on which the officials-
of the City have been requested to appear be.fore the "\Vater 
Control Board. 
page 201 ~ . Q. Auel the first communication that yO'll hatl 
. from the "\Vater Control Board was before any 
plan for annexation had been thoug·ht of, was it not? 
A. I couldn't say that before any annexation 
page 20-2 f was thought of, because the question of annexa-
tion from time to time has been discussed irr Alex-
andria for quite awhile. I am just talking about the general 
plans. 
Q. Shall I say this annexation. l\fr. Smoot testified yester-
day that this committee was formed in the fall of 1949. The 
W a:ter ,Control Board had requested the ·City on several oc-
casions before that time to stop polluting lµe Potomac River, 
dicl it not? 
A. They have had the officials before them, as I wid, on. 
several occasions. 
Q. Now as a matter of fact,. you reached a point where the 
City for some time held up the building permit of' this mag-
nificent apartment house, Hunting Towers, didn't they1 be-
cause they dicln't want them to add any more sewage to what 
they were presently dumping in the river t 
A .. I know.· nothing of the building permit being held up on 
that particular account that I can recall.. ' 
Q. You don't know of any difficulty in connection with: 
Hunting Towers and tI1e dumping of the sewage t 
A. Oh, yes, but you said the building permit. 
Q. Tell the Court about that difficulty. 
A. There was a summons issued to tl1e· Hunting ToweTS to· 
appear before the ·water Control Board. That was directed 
to Hunting Towers. 
page 20'3 r Q. "\Vell, Hunting Towers proposed to dump 
their sewag~e into the Alexandria system, did they 
11ott 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now can you produce for us, nfr·. ,vatkins:, at the next 
convention of the Court the desigJ1s of Gre-eley arrd Hanson 
for this sewag·e disposal plant 1 
A. Yes, I have the copies, the prints at the office, and also 
the specifications. 
Q. And their reporL Can you do that, Mr. Watkins! 
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A. I think there would be only one copy of it there. 
Q. Well, we would be very happy to return it to you. 
A. Yes, we can do that then. 
Q. Now you testified that the $135,000 which the County 
plans to spend in the area for sewag·e is not justified at this 
time. 
A. I made the statement tlrnt if Alexandria would annex 
this territory that some of these extensions as shown would 
not be necessary because of existing sewers. 
Q. You mean it is not justified if there is annexation? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. But if there is not annexation, do you think it is justi-
fied at the present time 1 
A. From the Quartermaster Depot it shows an extension 
g·oing up Edsall Road for a very short distance. As well as I 
recall, there were only about three or four houses 
page 204 ~ on there, and it looked to me like an extremely 
long connection for the small amount that was 
taken care of. 
Q. That would be a very small portion of $135,000 to put 
that in, wouldn"t it? 
A. It is a pretty good little stretch of line up there. 
::\fr. l\foCandlish: That is all. 
By l\fr. Keith: 
Q. Mr. Watkins, in the planning that you did in ~onnec-
tion with the City of Roanoke in the two annexations they 
had, were those areas heavily populated or were they com-
paratively undeveloped j 
A. There were two annexations, one of 1919 and one of 
1930. The annexation of 1930 bad certain areas in the Vir-
ginia Heights section along the highway that were very well 
built up, but there were large areas in that that were un-
developed. 
Q. Do you remember what the population density was in 
those areas? 
A. No, sir, I couldn't tell you ·what the population density 
was at the present time. · 
Q. Since you have been connected with the Alexandria city 
government, have you tried to control the development of the 
areas adjacent to the City, the subdividing and planning of 
those areas¥ 
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time to time on g·eneral roads of this particular 
page ~05 ~ area and not in detail as to any small subdivision 
planning. · 
Q. Do you recall what roads you spoke to him about? 
A. Telegraph Rond and Seminary Road and a new connec-
tion from Teleg·rnph Road over to Quaker Lane he discussed 
several times with me. 
Q. He came to you to discuss them! 
. A. "'ell, we would meet. One time he came in to me and 
on one or two occasions I met him and we discussed general 
road conditions around the area. 
Q. You found him cooperative? 
A. In the discussions very cooperative as to the g·eneral 
procedure on main bigbways which we were particularly in-
·terested in. 
Q. "\\lmt machinery do you have in your department? You 
say you have machinery for buidiug sewers and maintaining 
roads. 
A. I can give you a brief list of all the equip-
page 206 ~ ment we have, which will take care of, and save 
time, maybe, not only streets. 
"\Ye have a power sbovel and a large ditching machine which 
will dig· up to 48-inch ditches, 1:! feet deep; two large graders;. 
a hvdro-crane which has been used on sewer construction 
for IJipe and general utilities; two overhead motors; five bull-
dozer::;; and two water wagons, one of the water wagons be-
ing used for sprinkling the streets; 37 trucks and a ten-ton 
roller, five and eight-ton rollers and two small two-ton rollers; 
three air compressors and numerous pumps and other small 
equipment which is used. 
Q. \Vhat is the size of your stafff 
A. "\Vhich staff do you mean? 
Q. Do you mean them broken clown? 
A. "\Vhat do you mean, the general staff of the office f 
Q. No, the day labor. 
A. Oh, the day labor? At the present time the complete 
£taff of the Public ·works Department is 265. 
Q. What was your new construction in 1949 in streets t 
A. New construction in streets amounted to approximately 
$300,000-some. 
Q. In distance., in length of street 1 
A. "\Ve built about 3% to 4 miles of streets. 
Q. In determining whether Edsall Road and 
page 207 ~ Seminary Road need widening or not, what is vour 
basis for your testimony on thaU .. 
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A. You might have misunderstood my statement on widen-
ing. In driving along those roads, just going· by the· fences, 
it would appear that a large part of that is the old 30 and 40-
foot rights-of-way. I meant the widening of the roadway it-
self, not going in and widening out the rights-of-way. It is 
the roadway itself, which is 12 and 14 foot, in which a 12 or 
14 foot paved section is rnther narrow at the present time. 
Q. Did you make a traffic count of those roads ·y 
A. No, sir. 
Q. What is the basis for your statement that they µeed 
.something done to them 1 
A. The general direction, and some reference to the map 
there that that is tlie main road feeding east and west through 
the upper part of the section; from the traffic from time to 
time that I Jiave met and seen o,?er it, and considering it is 
a 12 and 14-foot roadway, I would think that it needs widen-
ing under even the present traffic. As I say, I am not talk-
ing about widening the right-of-way, but the paved roadway 
itself. 
Bv l\Ir. Davis: 
~Q. Mr. ·watkins, did }1 011 have any part in deciding upon 
the territory to be included in this request for a1}nexation Y 
A. I was a member of the Annexation Commit-
page 208 ~ tee and was in a number of the meetings and went 
in the field and expressed my particular viewpoint 
.along on these discussions. 
Q. Did you attempt to express your viewpoints based on 
your experience in the manner in which cities gTow, or was 
your viewpoint expressly upon your knowledge of the diffi-
culty or cost of constructing facilities t 
A. My, general viewpoint on this particular area was tak-
ing: into consideration the location of Alexandria and its gen-
,eral growth and possible direction of growth, and the natural 
features surrounding it. 
Q. In other words, you gave general advice to the commit-
tee, rather than specific advice directed to public works, is 
that 'Correct 1 
A.. As to the annexation., the general opinions were given. 
Q. In doing tl1at, did you investigate and review the other 
areas around Alexandria as well as this particular area that 
the City of Alexandria asks to annex? 
A. I have, of course, being here, driven over a large part, 
in fact most of the area surrounding Alexandria, and the 
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committee and others drove over the areas all around Ales:-
andria. 
Q. Is the area that is proposed for annexation as urban 
in character as the area, for example, south of Alexandria? 
A. No, sir, not at the present time .. 
page 209 ~ . Q. W'hy did you then select this particular area 
· for your suggestion on annexation, as I presume 
you did, rather than area, for example, and only for example,. 
to the south of Alexandria i 
A. I have never considered, or did not consider the ques-
tion 0:£ the increased population as of prime importance in 
Alexandria. After viewing this territory and knowing it, I 
felt that if properly planned and developed, and considering· 
the well-built-up and good residential area adjoined., that it 
had for the future of the city1 great possibilities of develop-
ment. 
Q. Did yon not, as a matter of fact, recommend as you did 
because of the virgin nature of the territory proposed for 
annexation because that would leave the city free to build the 
city as it proposed to builcl it, or wished to build it, without 
any restrictions because of already built-up sections! 
A. It had, in my estimation, great possibility for goo cl de-
velopment, and good planning in this area as I stated a mo-
ment ago. 
Q. What specific plans Irns your department for- the im-
provement of the conditions existing in the area: northwest 
of Shirley Highway and within the boundaries of the pro-
pos-ed annexation f I am speaking of the area northwest of 
Shirley Highway only. 
page 210 f A. I did not quite catcll your question .. 
Q. ·what spe'Cifice plans has your department 
for the improvement of the condition now existing in the area 
northwest of Shirley Highway and within the bounds· of the 
proposed annexation t 
A. The plans in the area northwest, at the present time, 
are the same general plans that apply to tliis area, until-
if the area is annexed, until a complete study is made we 
would expect in the northwest section of the highway to main-
tain the streets, give the sewerage and have other citv facili-
ties the same as in the rest of the territory. A specific study 
of any particular area has not been made. 
Q. You have no specifie plans for improvement of that 
area, then 1 
A. No, sir. I stated on streets that I think~ and feel that 
is the proper way of planning· and area of· tlli'.s kind. But I 
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do not feel that you should say a street here and a park there, 
or something, until a detailed study is made of it. 
Q. Let us direct ourselves more specifically to the one 
specific problem, the Lincolnia School just across the high-
way to the northwest as you go out from Alexandria.; and just 
barely within the annexation area. ·what plans do you have 
for providing sewers for that school f 
A. Now there was no specific plan for those. 
pag·e 211 ~ That sewer would require a considerable exten-
sion to any sewer system at the present time that 
exists in Fairfax County or would exist. 
Q. It would probably be a number of years before that 
school would have sewers, is that correcU 
A. I would say that it would be some time before a sewer 
system is built in that particular m:ea. 
Mr. lVIcCandlish: That ls all. 
Judge Brown: Do you have any other questions of :Mr. 
Watkins! 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. The Lee-Jackson School is in the area sought to be an-
nexed, is it not, Mr. ·w atkins 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. vVho serves it with sewers 1 
A. Alexandria. That was connected about four years ago. 
Q. Upon whose application! 
A. I believe it was the Superintendent of Construction, and 
I do not recall the gentleman's name. I know he came in and 
made arrangements for the sewer. 
Q. We talked about the secondary and primary roads a mo-
ment ago. "\Vere your mileage estimates taken from the State 
Highway maps showing the secondary and pri-
page 212 ~ mary roads in the area f 
A. That is what they were compiled from, yes, 
sir. 
Q. And those are in the four miles, are roads that are out-
side the primary and secondary system? 
A. The five mile--
Q. Yes. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know whether the State undertakes anv main-
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A. I do not know definitely, but it r. my understanding that 
they do not. 
Q. Do you know whether the County of Fairfax undertakes 
to ser'dce or maintain any roads whether they are in the State 
Higbway System or out of it 1 
A. As far as-I could not answer that. I do not know 
whether Fairfax Countv themselves maintain any of those 
roads. .. 
Mr. Edwards: I think that is all. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCancllish: 
· Q. I have one more thing- I want to ask you. Among these 
other things I have asked you to g·et, Mr. ·w atkins, I would 
like you to get the figure of what the property owners in 
Fairfax County, including the Lee-Jackson School, contributed 
to this Taylor Run sewer line. 
page 213 ~ A. I can give you the tappage fee that was paid 
by each individual. 
Q. Do you know how many individuals there were! 
A~ Yes, sir. I have a lir.;t of every one who paid. 
Q. I would like a total figure on that. 
Judge Brown: ,voulcl the tappage figure be the same as 
the front foot assessment? 
Bv Mr. l\IcCancllish: 
· Q. Is that the same as the front foot assessment? 
A. Yes. 
Q. It is based on how many front feet you have on the 
line¥ 
A. At the time this was tapped, the City Ordinance was 
front footage residential, apartments so much per unit and 
row houses so much per unit. And industrial so much per 
square foot. "\Ve do not lmve any industrial charge in Alex-
andria. ,,re don't cha rg·e so much per year-
Q. I understand that. But you could make available to the 
Court the total contribution from the residents in the County, 
including tl1e Lee-J ackHon School and the Fruit Growers and 
so forth., to the ·cost of the construction of the Tavlor R1m 
sewer line and its extensions, could you not~ "' 
A. Yes, sh._ I have it here .. 
·11'-· 
~/ 
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'Q. I think the Court wants to adjoum for lunch now, Mr. 
"\Yatkins. 
page. 214} Mr. Edwards: Just a minute. Are you through? 
M:r. :McCm1dlish ·: Y·es. 
Mr. Marsh: You will get that for us on Tuesday, Mr. 
,vatkins? 
The Witness : Yes, sir. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. From the bond prospectus filed in the evidence here, it 
appears that the County proposes a charg·e of $18, per ye-ar 
in the future, and at Jlresent it is charging $24 a year serv-
ice charge, with connection charges of $200 each, for sewers 
that go into the Sanitary System. 
Do I understand from vour answer to Mr. 1\foCandlish's 
question that the City of Alexandria makes no annual charge., 
whether it be $18 or $24 T 
A. That is correct. 
Q. "\Vhatever payment is made for connection at the time 
the sewer is installed is all they have to pay? 
A. That is correct. Incidentallv-
Q. While, in the County the connection charge is imposed 
:and also an annual charge? 
A. A.nd incidentally, I failed to mention that all of the 
Rewer laterals in Alexandria are extended to the curb line. 
,Ye extend all of tliem to the curb line. 
Q. Without cost to the property owner? 
page 215} A. That is included in the tappage fee. 
Q. The tappage fee? 
A. Yes. 
Q. But there is no annual charge thereafter? 
A. No, sh. 
RE-CROSS EXAl\HNATION. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish : 
·Q. ·what funds do you use to operate the sewer? There 
are some operation charges. 
A. Sure. The g·eneral-
Q. Just come out of the general funds? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How about if you haYe a sewage treatment plant., do 
j: 
; ; 
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you plan for the operating cost of that to come out of the gen-
eral fund likewise 1 
A. The sewage treatment plant would be more than likely 
a revenue-producing bond, and in that the operation-that 
would all have to be taken account of in figuring the bond 
issue, and then the operating cost figures later on for-
Q .. Then if you· had a sewage treatment plant., you would 
make an annual charge t 
A .. It has been customary in the case of sewage disposal 
plants,, to make a charge for sewage disposal. 
-RE-DIRECT EX-i\.MINATION .. 
page 216 ~ By Mr. Edwarcls:. 
Q. The service charge would be for the dis-
posal plant i 
A. That is right. 
Q. And not for the charge the county is now making for 
the use of the sewers when they have no disposal plantt 
A. No, that would be for the sewage disposal plant. 
Mr. Edwards: All right,. that is all.. 
Mr. McCandlish: That is all. 
Judge Brown: "\.Ve will adjourn for one hour for lunch~ 
(Whereupon, at 12 :30 o 'cloek p. m. the, Court was recessed 
until 1 :30 p. m.) 
pa:g·e 2.17 ~ AFTERNOON SESSION. 
The session reconvened at I :30 o'dock p. m .. 
l\fr. Williams : I will can Mr. \\Tilliams. 
Judge Brown: Mr .. "\Villiams, is this the only witness· you 
are going to put on this afternoon¥ 
Mr. Williams : Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: Do you have any idea I10w long· it will taker 
l\!Ir. Edwards: I would say, your Honor, that it is prob-
ably going to .take him about forty-five minutes on direct 
examination, but I do not know how long the cross examina-
tion will take. 
Judge Brown: He wanted to know what time we would 
adjourn. 
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was called as a witness by counsel for the Plaintiff and, hav-
ing been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as fol-
lows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr~ Williams: 
Q. ·wm you state your full name for the record 1 
A. Thomas Chambliss ·wmiams. 
Q. ,vhat is your connection with the City of Alexandria 7 
A. I am Superintendent of Schools. 
pag·e 218 ~ Mr. ·Williams : Did the Court have in mind the 
possibility of adjourning now? 
Judge Brown: Mr.· Marsh w·as interested. 
:Mr. Williams~ I was going to say if the Court wanted to 
adjourn, we would hold this witness until Tuesday. 
Judge Brown, You may proceed. 
By Mr. vVilliams: 
Q. l\Ir. ,villiams, will you give the Court some idea of your 
educational background, the schools you have attended, tho 
degrees you hold1 and so fotth 1 
A. I was educated to begin with at Virginia Military In-
stitute in engineering. After that I attended ,villian1 nn<l 
Mary College taking flchool administration., also the Univer-
sity of Virginia in School Administration, and finally I took 
my master's degree in school administration at George \Vash-
ington University. 
Q. Now will yot1 give the Court some indication of your :.~ 
experience in school affairs f 
A. ,v en, I was principal-teacher for about five years, su-
perintendent of schools in Chesterfield Cotmty, between Rich-
mond and Petersburg for 12 years, and Alexandria for a little 
over 17 years. 
Q. Would you give the Coi1i·t some indication of any of the 
societies or associations you belong- to or attend Y 
A. I belong to t]1e National Education Associa-
page 219 ~ tion, Ainet·ican School Adtnirtistrators, the Vir-
ginia Educational Association, Department of Su-
perintendence of Virginia Education Association, the ~ational 
Council of Educatioi1, a11d I tllink that takes in most of them. 
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place have you made a study of the possibility of annexation 
in so far as it affects the school system"/ 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Both in Alexandria mid iu the area to be annexed? 
A. Yes, I have. 
Q. ·would you be kind enoug:b to demonstrate on this map 
which has been introduced in evidence, the school sites pres-
ently within the corporate limits of the City of Alexandria f 
A. \Vould you like me to take the white and Negro schools 
separately, or does it make auy difference? 
Q. I do not believe it makes any difference. 
A. The V{ashingfon School is the white school down on 
vVashington street-
1\Ir. :Marsh: ::Mr. Williams, will you turn around so that 
we ean see what you are doing, please? 
The ,vitness: ,v ashington School is a white school clown 
on ,v ashington street and this school here is a N eg-ro school 
called Lyles Crouch School. This is a new school which is 
also a white school. Lee School. And the J effer-
pag·e 220 ~ son School wl1ich iR a large white school. 
Near that in the Rosemont Section is the Maurv 
Elementary School. · 
Then going out from ther() out in t11is direction on Janney 's 
Lane -we find the MacArthur School. And then up here near 
the city limits we have the Barrett Schol, the George :Mason 
School, the Ficklin and the Mount Vernon School. Ficklin 
is over here. 
. Then we have the Georp;e \Vashington High School here at 
the intersection of Braddock Road and Mount Vernon Ave-
nue, and the new Negro high sehool, Parker Gray School is 
just across the railroad there between ·west Street and Madi-
son Street. 
The old Parker Gray, which is now the Houston School, is 
in there. ,v e have some school property not in use at tlle present 
time which was abandoned. This section out here near Don-
nellson 's Store. There is a rig·ht good-sized piece of prop-
erty there. There is. dg·ht good, a right good-sized piece of 
property here, right back of the MarArthur School, consist-
ing· of about 15 acres. 
Q. ·with regard to that particular tract, is that the tract 
in which you plan to erect a new high school? 
A. That is the tract for the new high schooL 
·;:·:.~.'.,;K-, 
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Down here is a piece of property near the City 
page 221 } Limits containing about four city blocks on which 
we plan to erect a large elementary school. 
Q. How about the schools in the area propose·d to be an-
nexed? ,vould you point out the existing schools there? 
A. Here is the Lee-Jackson School, and the Lincolnia 
School is over here. 
Q. l\Ir. vVilliams, you say you have made some study of 
this. vVould you first tell the Court the number of children 
of school age in the area V 
A. Necessary in dealing with the number of children of 
school age in the area a-re the results of the school census 
recently completed by the Fairfax County School Officials 
for the area concerned. This census shows a total of white 
children between the ages of 6 and 19 inclusive of 672, there 
being within these limits 34:8 boys and 324 girls. These fig-
ures embrace only a very few Shirley-Duke Apartment chil-
dren, as only a small part of this development was occupied 
at the time of the school census. That census was taken in 
the early spring. 
The census also shows 49 Negro children within the in-
dicated age brackets., there being 25 girls and 24 boys in the 
Negro group. The total census fig;ures for white and Negro 
children would be 721 children of school age living within 
th area which is proposed to be annexed by the City of .A.lex-
andria. 
page 222 ~ That is, as I say, exclusive of the Shirley-Duke 
development except for a negligible quantity of 
children. 
These total figures, however, did not necessarily reflect 
the number of children cared for by the public schools as 
there are children beyond the compulsory age of sixteen years. 
You understand the census age g·oes up to twenty and com-
pulsory attendance age goes up to sixteen, children who may 
uot be attending school and children who may be attending 
school other than public sc.hools. 
The load actually being carried by the public schools will 
be discussed in full later under other headings. 
Later, additional figures show that by September 15, 1950, 
Shirley-Duke had 378 children enrolled in public schools. 
Mr. Marsh: How manv! 
The vVi tness : 378. ~ 
Mr. Marsh: That is in September! 
f' 
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The Witness: That was September 15. 
I suppose I should revise that to say October 10,. because 
we got a new count on October 10. 
On October 10 there were appI'0Xitt1ately 65 children of 8th 
grade and high school years attending the Mount Vernon 
School and 011 October 10 there were 313 actually enrolled in 
the Shirley-Duke area. They were being cared for within the-
development itself. 
·- Does that answer your question 1 
page 223 ~ . Q. Yes. 
Mr. Williams, would you tell how the children 
are distributed thtoughout the areti "l 
Jttdge Browtt: :Mr. vVillittms, did you mean to say within 
the development, or within the area, tbat they were being 
cared for¥ 
The Witness: Within the development. 
Judge Brown: Do you mean they have a school witllin the 
development¥ 
The \Vitness: No, sir, there is no school in tile develop-
ment, but I know they are using· apartments for that pur-
pose. 
,Judge Brown: For a school? 
The Witness: Yes, and they have at tl1e last count we 
got, which is October 10, 313 enrolled out of a total number of 
apartments occupied of 2,107. 
Jndge Brown: Is thete a school being operated in tbe 
de'1elopment f 
The Witness: No, except there is a school being operated 
in apartment hottses. There are no school buildings there. 
Judge Brown: Are thete teacliers 1 
The Witness! There were eight teachets at my last count, 
that is not in a school building. It is in apadments. 
l\fr. Edwards: They are using the Shirley-
pag·e 224 ~ Duke facilities. 
The Witness: Shirley-Duke apartment I1ouse. 
Mr. Marsh: But they m•e Faitf ax Cou11ty teachers teach-
ing them. . . 
Mr. Williams: Just a minute. I tliink he will have his 
oppottunity to deV'elop his points. 
l\fr. Marsh: I want to g·et it straigl1t in my mind. 
Judge Brown: I think he has made it clear. 
The Witness: ·what was your next question! 
County ?f Fairfax v. City of .Alexandria 249 
Thom.as Chawbliss 'Williams. 
By Mr. Williams: 
Q. ,vm you give the Court an indication of the distribution 
of the school children throughout the area 1 
A. Distribution poses a problem which cannot be solved 
by the school census fig·ures, as these do not indicnte· home lo-
cations; that is, the total census figures do not, and you have . 
to take each census card to find out the exact home address. 
However, enrollment figures at certain schools, distances 
traveled to certain schools, bus routes followed, loading of 
buses at certain points and otl1er factors indicate that the 
largest concentration of children being taken care of by tho 
public schools is along the Little River Road from the city 
limits of Alexandria to a point approximately half a mile 
beyond the Cameron Quartermaster Depot. Ap-
page 225 ~ proximately one-half of the group of white people 
will be found in this area. These estimates do 
not involve children in the Shirley-Duke development. These 
will be discussed separately ]ater. 
The next largest concentration of white children is in the 
Lincolnia section, with a section towards Seminary Road and 
Bailey's Cross Roads coming third in order of concentration. 
Indications are that Lincolnia, Seminary Road and Bailey's 
Cross Roads sections will account for about one-third of the 
census figures. The remaining one-sixth is generally dis-
tributed in the southern section below the Little R.iver Road. 
vVhatever children of school age live in the Shirley-Duke 
development, of course, are concentra.ted there, a number of 
these now being taken care of by the public schools, as I said 
before. There are 378 as of October 10, 1950. 
page 226 ~ The location of the few Neg-ro children in the 
area is indicated as being generally in the nortll-
ern area in the vicinity of the principal high school. 
Q. Mr. Williams, would you give the percentage or propor-
tion of those children that attend public schools? 
A. Do you mean of the census,? 
Q. Yes. 
A. The percentage or proportion of these children listed in 
the census who attend public schools leads to. the discovery 
of about seventy-nine per cent or about 570 white and Negro 
children out of a total of 721 are attending public schools. 
These figures do not include the Shirley-Duke' development 
where there are 313 children being provided for by the public 
school system in apartment buildings and qua rte rs and sixty-
five transported to the l\Iount Vernon High School. · 
Q. Have you made some studies indicating the schools now 
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attended by these pupils and what number attend eaeh school! 
A. Yes, there are ten schools being attended by ehilchen of 
this area. Some of these are located quite a. distance from 
the closest point of the boundary of the area. 
The following list of schools enumerates the specific build-
ings, localities, or locations, and numbers which attend each. 
There ag·ain these :figures do not include the Shirley-Duke 
development. 
First, the Lee-Jackson Imementary School, just 
pagge 227 ~ outside of the city limits nt the intersection of 
Little River Road and Quaker Lane, houses 186 
of the areas white elementary children. 
The Anmmclale Elementa1:v School near Annandale houses 
sixtcl\n of the white children °of the area. Of course, you will 
understand that there may be some slight fluctuations in 
those :figures as enrollments vary somewhat, and I am giving-
these in general terms. 
The Franconia Elementarv School near Franconia houses 
five of the white children of the area. The Lincolnia Elemen-
tary School near Lincolnia houses ninety-seven of the white 
children of the area. 
Bailev's Crossroads Elementarv School near Bailev's 
Cros81·oads houses sixty of the wliite children of the ar"ea. 
The ,Tames Lewis Elementarv School at Falls ,Church l10uses 
forty-one of the Negrn children from the area. 
l\Iount Vemon Hig·h School on Route 1, I will say three 
miles south to be very conservative; very probably it is 
nearer five miles south of Alexandria, houses 103 of the white 
children of the area, including· fifty-seven or sixty-five ap-
proximately from Shirley-Duke. 
Now those high school children that go to Mount Vernon 
embrace the eig·ht g-rade. They take in at Mount Vernon the 
eight, 11intl1, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth grades; so they have 
children in five grades at the Mount Vernon 
page 228 ~ School. 
Q. Now you conservatively estimated that at 
three, but you believe it is five miles! 
A. I believe it is nearer five. V{e might strike a median of 
four, but it is certainly three miles from Alexandria at the 
most conservative estimate. 
The Fairfax High School about a mile beyond Fairfax on 
Route 29 houses nineteen of the area's white high school 
pupils. 
The orig-inal hig·h school for Negroes located at :Manassas 
houses thirteen of the Negro high school pupils of the area, 
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1md Falls Church Hig-h School at Falls Clmrch houses thirty 
<0f the pupils, which takes in the ten schools which accommo-
date the cl1ildren from this area. 
Thus we find ten widely dispersed school units housing the. 
570 children from a fairly small and compact area. in which 
the populatfon of school children is very light outside of the 
eoncentration points indicated above. 
Q. How do these children get to and from the scho9ls that 
they attend right now, Mr. ·wmiams f 
A. I think that question can be answered fairly accurately 
both for the general situation autl for the individual school 
uni ts a tte11decl. · 
Generally speaking, of the total of 570 pupils involved as 
living in the area, 430 are transported-approximately 430-
ancl ap1n·oximately 140 walk to and from school. 
page 229 } That indicates approximately seventy-five per 
cent are transported and approximately twenty-
·five per cent walk. 
Specifically it is found that at the Lee-Jackson School 129 
-of those living in the area are transported and 57 walk. 
At the Annandale School all of the 16 attending there are 
transported. 
At the Franconia School all of the five attending there are 
transported . 
.At the Lincolnia School the 24 are transported and 73 walk. 
Which indicates, I might interpolate, that a good many of 
those who attend the Lincolnia. School from that immediate 
region live very close to the school, as only 24 out of the 97 
H.t'e transported, and 73 of them walk. , 
At the Baileys Cross Roads School 50 are transported and 
10 walk, which indicates just the opposite in the case of 
Bailey's Cross Roads School. 
At the James Lewis School in Falls Church all the 41 regu-
lar pupils are transported. 
At the :Mount Vernon High School all of the 103 attending 
there are transported. 
At the Fairfax High School all of the approximately 19 
attending are transported. 
lJage 230 } Q. Let me interrupt you a minute. 
You say the pupils going to high schools in this 
· :area go to Mount Vernon High School, as I understand you, 
-0r to Fairfax, or Falls Church, or Manassas, is that right1 
A.. Tba t is right. Four high schools. 





25Z Supreme Court of' Appears of' Virginfa 
Tho1n.as Chmnbliss William.s .. 
A. At least 20 miles· .. 
Q. How about Fairfax, sffY, from tillis area:?' 
A. Fnirf ax is a:way over on Route 29. It is, weU, where we' 
are right now. I would say it is six or eight miles anyway. 
And of ccmrsc Falls Clmrcn is· only-
Now, at Fm.ls C1mrch school, all thirty of them are trans-
ported. They are high school prrpils .. 
The Shirley..:Duke pupils attend school within the develop-
ment, except·the 65 who. are transported to the Mount Ve·rnon 
High Scmrot· 
Rooghly 313 are taken care of by eigi1t teachers-as- we ball 
it on the last count; that may have changed-in apartment 
facilities .. 
Is that cienrf 
Q. I think tlmt is very clear, sir. 
Would you g·ive us some descriptiOTI of the carrditicms pre-
vailing in these schools, the pupils attend 1 
page 231 } A. vV ell, Mr. Williams, I will do that as· wen 
as I can. The conditions prevailing at the sehooE 
units now attended by these children can only be answered. 
by a discussion of each of the school units now attended by 
the area children. 
Taking these in t.he order listed above,. we find that the Lee-
Jackson School building· is old, having been built in 19'26. It 
is in relatively poor condition. By relatively poor condition, 
I mean not necessarily that it is not kept up,. but that the: 
ag~ or· the building itself has. brought about a situation there 
in wmch rt is- vury hard to keep it UP' iu satisfactory condition .. 
Vve understand that its a:bandonmerrt :for school use is being 
very seriously considered by school officials of Fairfax 
County.. It is entirely inadequate to accommodate with any 
satisfaction the total enrollment there .. The building affords 
only eight regular classrooms to house tI1e membership. There 
is a membership of, last spring, 614 pupils .. 
Now at the present time they have an enrollment of 440,, 
which I will come bad{ to. 
Consequently, ten pupil groups are housed in quarters 
never considered or intended· for classroom use. Tbis means 
that about 50 per cent of the clru;srooms in use are temporary 
a.nd makeshift expedients, which is forcecl uporr the. school, of 
course, by the situation. 
These temporary quarte1-s are as foUows: 
page 232. ~ Two· classrooms by division of' the auditorium 
with one-half partitionsM By one-half partitions: 
---~--~=-.. :_.:.-.-:q:. . .-._, .. _,:,:,::::..\~-/-'·'..' 
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I mean partitions that do not go up beyond a certain height. 
They do not have any top on them. They do not g·o up to 
the ceiling. They are just fl division of the auditorium, which 
]lOuses at the time of our last count, 84 pupils, in the two. 
That is about an average of 42 per division. 
A temporary room of frame construction dcsig11ed for shop 
houses approximately. 44 pupils. The auditorium stage is 
used for a classroom of about 48. 
A small room intended for a library acco1mnodates about 
38. 
The teachers' rest room is a class room for a considerable 
group of pupils. 
Approximately 64 pupils have their classrooms, two in. num-
ber, one and a. half miles away from the school site, in the 
community hall at the Temple Trailer Villag·e. 
Q. Just a. minute. How far away did you say? 
A. One and a. half miles. 
Q. You mean they have some kiud of a school separate 
from tl1e main school, that far away! 
A. They have two rooms that are conducted at the Temple 
Trailer Village Colllinunity Center, which are ostensibly a 
part of the Lee-Jackson School. 
Q. All rig·ht. 
A. Sixty pupils, approximately, are housed in 
page 233 ~ the Quonset huts on the gTounds. I understand 
that they recently, quite recently have made some 
shifts, perhaps some of these people being sent into the Shir-
ley-Duke or Bellevue area and the Bellevue Apartment area 
is an apartment area which is south of New Alexandria. It 
is down on the Mount Vernon Boulevard, and I do not know 
exactly how many miles away from the Lee-Jackson school 
it is, but it is a considerable numbe1•. 
I understand that some children lmvc been shifted there 
and to the Shirley-Duke development; and at tbe present time 
tbe enrollment of the school iis 440 with J.5 class rooms includ-
ing the temporary rooms. 
Now, going back to tllc stnkmcnt which wa$ made about 
the figures we collected in .August, that gives eight regular 
classrooms, and seven tcmpornry rooms in use at the present 
time. 
Now, you know the nature of whatever of those are left 
in use, because all of tl1em nre included here. 
The above figures indicate-these are approximate again~ 
that 370 of the total 614 pupils enrolled, or more than fifty 
per cent, are housed in makeshift quarters. 
1-
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Now, I do not want to make a point of that particularly, 
because I do not think that is so terribly important now, in 
view of the shifts i11 school. But I do think that it is im-
portant to remeinber that approximately half of 
page 234 ~ the rooms that are in use are temporary class 
rooms and approximately half of the enrollment 
is in temporary class rooms. 
In the eig·ht regular class rooms, as I indicated, is an aver-
age teacher load at the present time of about 38 pupils. Use 
of the auditorium, library, stage, shop, teachers' room, for 
class rooms removes them from use in the school progTarn, 
and their regular and proper sphere to the cowsequent serious 
detriment to education effectiveness of the school as a whole. 
No one of these spaces can be seriously regarded as a de-
sira hle class room space. 
The half partitioning of the auditoriums for two class 
rooms is very unsatisfactory, as is the use of the library and 
the teachers' room for class rooms. The shop possibly could 
be acceptable for shop use, but not suitable for class-room 
space. 
Stage space is not class-room space, obviously; even if 
desirable the two class rooms located 11..1., miles from the school 
cannot come under any effective adm'.iriistratiou or supervi-
sion of the school itself. 
"When the numbers being accommodated in each of these 
places are considered, the situation becomes immediately and 
distinctlv less attractive and educationally ineffective. There 
are no o"fferings of art, vocal music, home making, industrial 
ai·ts by specially trained teachers, auditorium activities or 
general enrichment activities. The only library 
pag·e 235 ~ offering is in a pcirtition as part of the auditorium, 
which is again a half partition. The school build-
ing is not fire proof. 
As far as the qualifications of the teachers are concerned-
and I have to rely in this case upon the constitution of the 
faculty for last session,-if that is any indication of this 
session we found that 16 members of the faculty employed 
for the session 1949-1950, ten do not hold college degrees in-
dicative of four years of college training. Of the ten there 
are four who hold emergency teaching licenses. The other six 
members of the faculty, of those, one has one-year of college 
but no professional training. Four have professional de-
grees. Two have Master degrees. · 
The playground embraces about three acres. The cafeteria 
offerings are fairly good but not provided in regular cafeteria 
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~pace, but accommoatcd obviously in what space there may 
be-and accommodated rather well, but that is not cafeteria 
space. 
T-he Annandale School accommodates onlv one-sixth of the 
tt rea shown. These a re housed in four good° rooms, two miles 
from the school. It is questionable how well such a unit can 
function at such a distnuce from the parent school. 
Art under the regular art te.achcr, vocal music under the 
regular music teacher, industrial arts, home eco-
page 236 ~ nomics a re not included in the curriculum. 
Auditorium and cafeteria and all other supple-
mental rooms are absent. · 
Franconia offers eleven regular class rooms and six tem-
}Jorary. One in the auclitorhun .and one in the small library .. 
Two in quonset huts, two in tar-paper huts. The average 
-enrollment is 33 per teacher. The stage is used for a library. 
There is no cafeteria, there is no shop, there is no home 
-economics, and there is no vocal music under specially trained 
teachers. 
Lfocolnia School offers nine regular class rooms, and two 
temporary class rooms. The small library houses 28 pupils, 
.and tlie auditorium stage accommodates another group. And 
they are the two temporary rooms. 
The library room and the auditorium stage are the two tem-
porary rooms. 
The total then of both is eleven rooms. The total . enroll-
ment of the most recent fig·ures, which was yesterday, is 404. 
The average size of the class room group, then is 36.7 pupils. 
And incidentally, the primary grades are on double sec-
tions, double shift sections. That is, one group comes in the 
moi·ning· for about three hours, approximately, and leaves 
aud then another group comes in in the afternoon. 
The school was built in 1942; is in fairly good condition. 
It is not fireproof. 
page 237 } There are no facilities for offering art, vocal 
music, home-making, industrial arts, under spe-
·cially trained teachers. The library and g·eneral activities 
are curtailed by the use of the rooms for temporary enroll-
ments. 
The auditorium and cafeteria are together, and tables have 
to he removed for other than cafeteria use. as do the chairs. 
The cafeteria offerings are necessarily not standard in a 
dual-purpose room. 
At Bailey's Cross Roads it offers ten regular class rooms 
.:and four temporary rooms. 
, 
'' 
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Now,. you will remember that the Bailey's -Cross Roads. 
school accommodates approximately 60 of the pupils from 
that area. 
The four temporary rooms are in apartments fully a mile· 
away from the school. That is in an apartment development 
on the left-hand side of the road going toward Falls Church,. 
and the Bailey's .cross Roads School is down near Bailey's 
Cross Roads. · There are four class rooms up in those apart-
ments, which ate fully a mile away from. the schooL 
No adequate cafeteria or clinic, no special teachers for art,, 
vo·cw. music,. industrial arts or home economics_ Regular-
class rooms are small and the 'whole building is. rather anti-
quated. The building is. an antiquated structure 
page 238 ~ in fair condition.. The library is inadequate for-
the situation. 
The Falls Church Negro School is about :five miles from 
this area, at least1 and enrolls abou,t forty-one pupils. The· 
school has six. regular class roomR and two temporary rooms~ 
The two temporary rooms are., one corner of the cafeteria aucl 
a: small library room. The school is overcrowdedi having an: 
average of 37 per teacher at the last :figures we could get.. 
They off er seven g·rades of training. 
The Mount Vernon Hig·h School is on U. S. Route No. 1,. 
and is about five miles from the area, or four miles. I would 
say four or five miles from which it draws approxima.telv 108, 
pupils~ It is a fully accredited high school under the State· 
D~partment of Education. It is not accredited by any higher 
ageiney,, such as· the S011thern Association of Secondary 
Schools and Colleges.. While the facilities are goo·d they aTe· 
very limited.. As a matter· of fact, they are limited almost 
entirely to chrss rooms.. There is no auditorium or stage, 110· 
g·ymnasium, no cafeteria, no clinics-, no music room as such. 
Q. This is a high school you are hrlkirrg about t 
.A. This is Mount Vernon High School on Route I fo the-
left as you go toward Richmond, a very nice-looking bnilcling·~ 
No music room a:s such. There is a room that is used for 
music whicI1 is not aconsticallv treated or any-
page 239 ~ thing else. There is no cadet corps. There a i·e-
. only two scienc~ la:boratorieS' for psysics, chemis-
try, biology and general science , no orchestral music, so far 
as I could discover, which may be a mistake. 
Librar:f facilit!es, only 22 by 40. feet. There are 3,226' 
volumes m the library for 936 pupils. There are 26" class 
rooms for 936 pupils.. The average· is 36' pupils per class: · 
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room. However, special rooms such as laboratories reduce 
this average to about 28. 
There is no resident nurse service for the school. I mean, 
there is no nurse resident in the school; that is.: as part of 
the school clinic. 
Extra-curricular activities have to be severelv curtailed 
or conducted during the school day, because of the transpor-
tation situation. You see, a large number of those pupils 
come there by bus, and when the buses leave they are all g:one, 
and tl1e extracurricular activities cannot go on with those 
pupils after they leave, a certain large proportion of them. 
Thereforet the extracurricular activities have to be conducted 
rigl1t much during the school clay. 
Q. ·while you are on that subject, are extracurricular activi-
ties important in the modern-day schools? 
A. In the minds of a great many educators extracurricular 
activities are ve1·y rapidly becoming a part of the total school 
system, as general education. No dramatics are 
page 240 ~ taught as a credit course. Last session 26 high 
school teache1·s taught more than 750 pupil pe-
riods per week. I mention tlrnt because that is one of the 
criticisms made by the State Depa1'tment of Education in ac-
crediting the school last year. They call attention to the fact 
that there were six teachers wl10 l1ad a heavier load than they 
were supposed to have tl1e1·e. 
Three teachers were teaching: subjects for which they were 
not authorized to teach by certificate, which is also a c1·iticism 
of the State Department of Education and ce1·tificates were 
not shown for two teachers. 
Of the faculty, tluee out of 39 held Master's Degrees which 
is about nine per cent. The percentage of withdrawals from 
high school was 14.5 per cent. The scl10ol is not accredited by 
the Southern Association of ~econdary Schools and Colleges. 
No speech arts are taught for credit, as will be found from ( 
tlle annual nigh school report; no psycl1olog-y is tn ught; only 
two years instead of four yea1·s m·e offered in Latin and Spm1-
ish; two rather than four years of typing·; 110 commercial law; 
no electricity; no p1·inting is taught; no mechanical drawing 
is taught in tbe high schools; no P1·ench is taught; no auto-
mobile mechanics, no metal shops~ no joumal shops. Most 
of the shop work is confined to wood.workin~. 
No credit courses·, so far as I could discover, 
page 241 ~ are offered in band or ingtrumentn] music. Choral 
music does not seem to he a credit cou rsc. 
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For the 1949-1950 session the principals' salary was $5,230. 
Teachers' salaries averaged $2,919. 
The Fairfax High School at Fairfax is about nine miles 
from this area, eight or nine, from which it enrolls 19 pupils. 
The Fairfax School is a good substantial building which of-
fers a well-rounded program. It has auditorium, stage, cafe-
teria and gymnasium facilities. There are no clinic facilities 
and there is no building· nurse service. There is also no 
cadet corps. There are only two laboratories for chemistry, 
physics and general biology. Apparently no credit is offered 
for orchestra. 
The school is not accredited bv the Southern .Association 
of Secondary Schools and Colleges. In the faculty last year 
there ,vere eight teachers with Masters' degrees, or 18 percent 
of the 45 teachers. The percentage of withdrawals is 11.5. 
Last session there were 11 teachers teaching more than 750 
pupils periods per week, and that also was a criticism of the 
State Department of Education. 
At the same time, three teachers were teaching subjects not 
authorized under their teaching certificate, which is also a 
criticism of the same Department. 
Spanish and Latin are offered on a 2-year basis 
page 242 ~ rather than four. There were no offerings that 
I could discover in French, and none in psy-
chology. Apparently commercial law is not offered. Appar-
entlv the fine arts are not a credit course in high school. The 
pri1icipal 's salary for 1949-1950 was $5,400; t~achers' salary 
averaged $3,044.77. 
The Regional Negro High School is 20 miles from tl1e area, 
from ,Yhich it· enrolls 13 pupils. It is not accredited by the 
Southern Association of Secondary Schools and Colleges. 
The vocational building is new and modern and a very 
g·ood building. The rest of the school is housed in an anti-
(Juated, inadequate and rather meagerly equipped building of 
a former private school. The cafeteria is provided on a 
purely make-shift basis. Academic offerings are sparse. 
There is no band or orchestra, no fine arts, no special rooms 
for special services. Gymnasium is in a former shop; science-
I~ boratories are in rooms not desig·ned for such use, with 
limited equipment, not modern. 
There are accommodated at the present time, October 10, 
315 pupils at the Shirley-Duke area in the apartment houses 
with 8 teachers instructing them. That was as of October 
10. This arrangement is ostensibly under the observation 
and administration and supervision of the Lee-Jackson 
County of Fairfax -v. City ·or Alexandria 259 
Thomas Chambliss lVill-imns. 
Hchool. It must be difficult, as the school is fully a mile 
away_ 
pag·e 243 ~ These pupils, obviously,, have none of the usual 
facilities furnished by modem schools, such as 
cafeteria, auditorium, library, clinics, play rooms, activity 
rooms, art, music, industrial arts, or home economics, nor are 
playgTound facilities such as would be found adjacent to an 
-established school 
That covers the school situation. 
Q. I think that covers it very well. 
Let me just ask you tliis : In making tl1a t report, I assume 
you went into this thing: purely to discover facts in an im-
personal way .. Is that correct? 
A. I certainly hope that will be understood. I am trying 
to draw a situation that ".,ill make no reflection on anything. 
Q. It reads like that. It is in no sense meant to be an in-
dictment or anything like that. 
A. None whatever. 
Q. Would you tell the Court the effect that annexation 
would have upon these children as to the school units attended? 
A. The effect of annexation upon the school units now at-
tended by school pupils from this area: It should be borne in 
mind that tlrn total number of white elementary pupils en-
rolled in the public schools is about 364. In the Lee-Jackson 
aud Lincolnia Schools there is a total of 8 plus 9 or 17 regular 
class rooms. There are 8 regular class rooms at 
pag·e 244 } the Lee-Jackson School and nine regular class 
rooms at the Lincolnia School, which g·ives 17 
regular class rooms, at both of the schools, disregarding any 
temporary rooms that are in use whatever. 
Leaving out of consideration the rooms being used as tem-
porary expedients, for the white,elementary group as a whole 
this indicates an averag·e size group of about 23 per class 
rooms, or., taking each school separately, the enrollment from 
the area in question at Lee-Jackson is 156. That figure was 
.as of the day before yesterday. This would indicate an aver-
:age sized group of 24 per class room using only the regular 
class rooms. 
Tl1e 'em·ollment from the area at the Lincolnia school is ap-
proximately 97. That was secured yesterday. This would 
indicate an average enrollment for each of the nine regular 
c]ass rooms of ten and seven-tenths pupils. 
In each school this would release the rooms now being used 
temporarily for class rooms to their proper and foreordained 
purposes and uses. 
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The difference of 81 white elementary pupils now attending: 
Franconia,. Annandale and Bailey's Cross. Roads can be-
readily ·absorbed so far as room is concerned; room would not 
be an' item. 
Forty-one Negro elementary pupils now going to Falls. 
Church school can readily be absorbed or pro-
page 245 ~ v.ided for in the ..Alexandria Elementary Negro, 
Schools covering less distance than is now cov-
ered by transportation. There is a three-room elementary 
building near Donaldson's store, which I pointed out on the 
ma!), there,. that we are not using now. This: building· would 
have to be rehabilitated at a cost of probably $40,000 includ-
ing installation of heat and toilets. The average-sized g-roup 
room in this case wouW he about 13.7 pupils per room. Or, 
which may be more desirable, they can be transported with 
further transportation but not with transportation which is 
as extensive at the present time to get to Falls. Church. They 
can be absorbed in the Lyles Crouch School where there is 
at present vacant space. "\Ve have there in that school ten 
regular class rooms, only eight of which are in use, which-· 
leaves two rooms vacant, so with the 41 pupils we would have· 
approximately 20 per class room if we absorbed them at the 
Lyles Crouch School, and that could be done by transporting 
pupils a shorter distance than they are transported now. 
Regarding the 152 white pupils now in the Mount Vernon,. 
Fairfax and Falls Church high scl1ools, there being 103 at 
Mount Vernon, 19 at :b-,airfax,. and 30 at Falls Church-ap-
p·roocimate figu1·es-totaling 152, these can be absorbed in the-
George vVashington High School at once and carried without 
over-taxing until the fall of '52, when the new high school on 
Janney 's Lane will be ready for operation. 
page 246 ~ I would like to say there that mie of those-
school areas tl1at I pointed out close to the :Mac-
Arthur School on Janney 's Lane is a site which is provided 
and which you asked me about pa1·ticularly,. for the new high 
school. That new high school is not just a nebulous proposi-
tion. Architectural service has ah·eadv been authorized on 
it., and the only thing which keeps the plans from being pushed'. 
ahead is whether amiexation o~curs or does not occur~ In 
other words, we do not know exactly what size buildinO' to 
plan for now. Tlmt is the only thing· that keeps the plans: 
from going ahead. The City Council bas authorized the archi-
tectural work to proceed, and that is all that is holding- it up~ 
Incidentally, there while those pupils are being accommo-
dated at George Washington High School, 152· of them, they 
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have to be accommodated at George ,vashington at this time, 
until the completion of the new high school. There a1·e 70 
teachers at the George Washington High School, or approxi-
mately 70. That is a conservative figure. Out of a faculty 
of 84 there are at least 70 who are teaching· classes; that is, 
doing regular class room work, and that is a conservative 
figure. But taking 70 as those who are doing class room work, 
it is very evident, with 152 pupils that 70 into 152 would be a 
little over 2 pupils per teacher to absorb them on an average 
basis in the George Washing-ton Hig·h School. 
pag·e 247 ~ Now the 13 Negro high school pupils now being 
taken a long· distance to the Regional High School 
at Manassas can be easily absorbed in the new Parker-Gray 
school. That school is the one I pointed out just across the 
railroad from the Georg·e Washington High School. That is 
located at Madison and Favette Streets. 
Thus it appears that without overcrowding, both the ele-
mentary and high school pupils of both races can be accom-
modated more easily than at the present time. 
The white elementary pupils would be better accommodated 
so far as room is concemed, and the offerings enriched iu 
line with the elementary offerings of the City. 
pag-e 248 ~ The Negro elem en ta ry pupils would not travel 
as far and would be better housed and served. 
The high school pupils of both races-and I think this is im-
portant-would be accommodated in schools accredited not 
only by the State Department of Education but also b}r the 
hig·hest national accrediting· agency to which those schools can 
be submitted. That is quite a vital point. 
Q. Now I would like you to discuss that a little for the 
Court. ,v ould you like to go into that now, or would you 
like to wait until a little later in your testimony for that! 
A. It doesn't make any difference. 
Q. Suppose you explain to the Court how important you 
feel that is. · 
A. vVell, there are differences in accreditation that I have 
here, hut generally speaking the difference is that accredita-
tion by the state gives entrance without examination to any 
state colle~e. Usually other states extend the courtesy to 
Virginia of accepting those pupils. They do not have to do 
that. That is a courtesy that exists between states. 
Accreditation by a irntional agency, in this case by tht? 
Southern Association of Secondary Schools and Colleges, 
means that they are elig·ible witJ10ut question to any college 






Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Tho·mas Chambliss lFilliams. 
vided that college doesn't require examination from every 
pupil no matter where he comes from. There are some col- · 
leges that require an examination no matter where 
page 249 ~ you graduate from; you have to take an examina-
tion regardless. But there are a great many other 
colleges that do not require examination., and those are the 
ones that this accreditation in the Southern Association of 
Secondary Schools and Colleges provides admittance for. 
Now the Southern Association of Secondary Schools and 
Colleg-es isn't a thing that applieA any standards to the south-
ern states only. It is simply a branch of the national associa-
tion, and the standards are interchangeable. They have a 
central association, a northern association, a northeastern as-
sociation, a western association, and a southern association. 
K ow the standards of accreditation are exactlv the same in 
all of those administrative units, and those regional groups 
are set upon as administrative units. If the George '\Vash-
ing'ton Hig·h School or the Parker-Gray High Scbool were in 
Seattle, it would be accredited in the national association 
there on the same standards that it is in the southern group. 
That is the significance of that. 
I have the differences in accreditation which are more or 
less technical, but that is the g·eueral effect of it. 
Q. Let me ask you this: you say the Alexandria high schools 
fall within that high accreditation category? 
A. That is right. 
Q. How about tbe schools in Fairfax? 
page 250 ~ A. None of the high schools that those pupils 
attend are accredited by a national association. 
Q. I see. I didn't mean to interrupt you. You can con-
tinue with your discussion of your last point. 
A. I would like to say before I leave this question that the 
Parker-Gray High School has attracted a g·oocl deal of atten-
tion in this section, because it wa.s one of the high schools 
that lias been built without any fog or commotion of any kind 
to provide for Negro education. It luis also attracted a great 
deal of attention because of the facilities that are offered 
there. 
The school is a. thoroughly modern school building and all 
of its facilities a.re thoroughly modern in their offerings and 
in their provisions. It is entirely adequate for the enroll-
ment that we have there of about 350. As a matter of fact 
the school can accommodate with ease 450 pupils, and it i~ 
not just built for the present enrollment; it is not built for 
the minimum offerings; it is built on the basis of taking in 
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:tldditional pupils and offering· the same facilities that .any 
,otlier high school does, white or colored. 
No rcf erence is made to the provision for Shirley-Duke 
pupils in this memorandum. These will be housed in apart-
ment rooms for scliooling in the fall. This wHl continue, I 
understand, until a school is built in the area of 
vag·c 251 } twenty classrooms after annexation. While it 
may be possible to offer some relief for this situ-
n tion by transfer of some children to Lincolnia, I want to say 
this about that: . 
It is very evident that those pupils in Shirley-Duke will 
have to be provided for without annexation, as they are being 
provided for now, until a. twenty-room building ca,n be built 
there. Under annexation maybe the same sort of situation 
would exist, and it is very possible that it might not exist. 
One thing we have gone ahead with the idea of providing a 
school building for that development, not necessarily in the 
development, but either in or very close to the development. 
T1iat building is actually in the process of being planned. An 
architect has been employed and directed to go ahead with 
It and the plans are on the drawing boards in preparation for 
the building. 
Our idea has been there that if annexation should material-
ize and this territory should become a part of the City thf).t we 
will be as far ahead as possible on a school building for tlrnt· 
section and that tlrnre would be no obstacles such as a suit 
itself or anything· of that kind that would get in the way of 
the planning· of the building·. 
The other alternative is that we have some vacant space in 
Alexandria City itself, as far as the schools are concerned, 
because of the quite extensive building program 
page 252 } that we have jus.t completed there. We have sev-
eral classrooms m the Jefferson School. Y{ e could 
make as many as eight available, which would ba.ve consider-
able effect on this particular situation and certainly could be 
used to relieve it to some extent in the interim, that is before 
;a school could actually be provided; so we are not at a com-
pleb~ foss as t.o some school to absorb children into, if it is 
necessary to do that. 
Q. Let me ask you this then: your thought is based on 
your past action, that you wouldn't wait five or ten years to 
1mt a school in here; you are going to start right when you 
know where vou stand. 
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Q .. Have yon made- any further- studies on I10,'\r thes-e pupifs 
are going to get to and from these units after annexation, or 
clo1 you feel you J:iave amply discussed that irr your previous: 
discussion here:t . 
Mr. J\foCancllish :· I clidn 't lieitr liim if' he' did·. 
The ·witness: How· they are going to. get hack and focth.t: 
Mr. Willimns : Yes .. 
. Bv }fr:,. WiNian1s: 
.. Q·. Y ffll. tooched upon that point aIT of" the way through, but 
I clicbt't know whether you made a complete dis-
page 253 } cussion of that or not. 
A. Yes,. theire lias been n study made· of how 
these pupils. wi.11 reach school Hfter annexation. It is obvious 
that this will have to be accornplisbed iu the elementary fiekl 
for white· pupils hy a combination of trmrsportatio:rr and w·alk-
ing. However, if only the pupils living in aren are considered, 
it is. evident that transportation ,vill nat have to be- prorvidecl 
for a:ny great number of pupils. 
Concentrations, as indicated above, lie· in the vicinity of" 
Lee-Jackson and Lincolnia buildings.. There is a distance of 
only three miles between tI1em. Approximately o.n:e mile from 
Ale~andria lies the Shirley-Duke development .. It seems that 
facilities provided at these three points-that is if you pro-
vide the building which is i.I1 prepa:ration for Shirley-Duke-
you w~uld ha.ve a huikling: at Lincoh1ia and one at Shirley-
Duke and one a:t Lee'-J ackson, and those three buildings in 
their limits 'would only be three miles apart, and. interspersing: 
Shirley-Duke with them would provide -that with still shorter 
distances; so the distance would he divided. up, pretty well .. 
We would divide the total distance: into rather· short inteTVals). 
which outside of rather small outlying· pa1·ts would require· 
little transportation. 
The group attending- Bailey's Crossroads School is- a nota-
ble exccpti©n-from the northeast section. The numbers·. 
otherwise would not constitute a large problem~ 
page 254 ~ Now those children in the Bailey's. Crossroads: 
section are- the ones who live clown iliere on Semi-
na:ey RoucT largely and perhaps some of them over in the~ 
Fairlington area.; but those children can he accommodated 
ve1·y easily in the Banet.t School in the northern section of 
the City by transportation, as they have to be transported 
at the present time. The numbers otherwise would not con-
stitute a problem.. 
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This ·is· taking-. for g·rante'd, that· the' Shirley-Duke problem 
will be provided: for· there aw for· as· eleme11tary pupils: arc• 
concernecl.,- Now our· late·st · figures I· believe· I have state~,. 
there for·Shirley-Duke ·were' :3-18 ·clementa-ry pupils ··fo1"' 2,107 
apartments.· That is· at· the' ra:te· of fifteen..:hundl'etlths of a' 
child per· apartment. If 1 that· should ccmtiim:e- thTou'.g·h' a tota-1 
of: 2-,160 a,p.artments; we· would·· ha·ve· 334 · pupils as a· total, 
but they· are·. makhig ·that· 330· pu1Jils 'to be on the· :safe side; 
You can sec at the· rate of·thirty. pupHs·per· classroom, it 
would require only eleven cla~srooms ·to·· do that·; so· if a' 
tw~nty-room :building-is buHt nt Shirley:..Dukff and you occupy 
only\ eleven of; them, you .Jmve· nine- rooms left over to draw' 
in· pupils ·from other sections of that· area and acco111inodatc· 
them there~ Space· is not going- to· be,· as far· as the area chil-· 
dren· ave ·conce1·ned, a'ny· great ·problem~· . · 
The· hig·l1 school pupil~ wiH have to· be- carried considerably 
shorted distances than at the present time and wiH 1have· as 
their :destina dons ·high· schools of supedor quality 
pagt~ 255 ~: aii.d facilities: That applies to bot:h· Negro and 
white high schools. . 
Now at the·present time; as 1 indicated, whlte·pupils would 
be accommodat~d· i in the George· Washington· High School, 
and I referred- to the· fact :that the work, ort th~ new Negro 
high· school·was ·only-being held up: by the·fact of this suit. 
Q .. YOU' mean, the· new ·white high scbool ·f 
A.- .Yes, the white high school is being -held· up: by this suit. 
Negro ·elementary pupils would be transported a shorter 
distance, than, a.t .. prescnt ·ancl would· go to the· Lyles Crouch 
Elomenfa:u1y School .. '1:his is a well-gradeclb.ncong-ested school 
of- ten, regular ·classrooms,· only ·eight of which are now in 1 
use. 
It seems that in every ·category pupils are taken shorter 
distances to better situatioris, both· physical and educational. 
Q· .. ,vauld· you ·give the· Court some·· indica.tibn: · of the com-· 
parison of the offerings before and after- annexation to stu-
<.lcnts in this area-}. 
A. I would·liketo·offer this· in the 'same 'spirit-as the others, 
not as an indictment of ei,ther the City svstem or the ·Countv 
system, but as I see it a comparison of s'huations that woulcl 
exist between ·two ·areas• that· might become ·one area: 
In ,discussing a compariso11 of Con11ty and City. 
page· 256· ~ ,educational; offerh1gs, son1cr -of· the· points mndo · 
previously ·in tlie· discussion of other factors will 
have to be reiterated.· All educational offering·s. are most sel"i- · 
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paper or in _curriculum form equal arc immediately made un-
equal when the same situation is offered in one situation 
where the teachers carrv a reasonable- load and nave the time 
and encrg'Y to realize f~r the, pupils tlrn full possibilities and 
offerings, and in another situation in which the teachers carry 
unreasonable pupil loads and find both time and energ~, taxed 
to deal with the problems gTowing out of' congestion alone to 
the extent that the possibilities of extracting the most from 
the curriculum offerings approaches a minimum. 
page 257 ~ , The same statement can be made in relation to· 
those groups wl1ich are poorly housed m1d pi·o-
vided for physically. If this last consideration is also further 
complic·ated by overcrowding· and' other· adverse factors, it 
requires no educator to know· that the e(lucational situation is' 
directlv and seriouslv adverselv affected. This mav· even 
operate to the point of' cancellation. I do not think it does 
operate that far. 
Tlic handicaps being too many ancl too great to be survived 
-distances traveled, poor or lack of food· facilities, under-· 
trained teachers, poor beating, poor sanitation, d"i·ab sur-
roundings, lack of teaching· equipment, and like factors arc 
sometimes fatal to a well-conceived curriculum offering. 
Attention has been directed to the fact that both the ele-
mentary· a.nd liig·h school· pupils of tbe arna- can Be· accommo-
dated after annexation without undue congestion~. Also, tba.t 
the present· elementary school program being offered them is 
short in such important general educational subjects as art,.. 
music, industrial arts, home economics· under specialized 
trained teachers. These shortages grow out of lack of space· 
to accommodate them, and it is no desire of the County not 
to have them. 
Even libraries and lunch services are seriously affected,.· 
and in some cases auditorium service is entirely absent, stages 
being used at both Lee-Jackson and Lincolnia Schools for· 
class rooms .. 
page 258 ~ Also I call attention to the fact that the· Mount 
Vernon school lias no cafeteria service at alL 
Q. You n~ean by that, ..Mount Vernon Hig·hjSchool t 
A. Yes, su-. . . . ,1 '\. , . After annexation these deficiencies or 1'f!_.t grams· w1lf fie' 
remedied as special teachers of art, rnusic!itliop, home eco-
nomics and general activities are an integfal part of every 
Alexandria elementary school. A.uditorium,r.cafeteria, library,. 
clinic and other services will be restored. 
Generally speaking, 90 per cent of the Alexandria teachers .. 
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hold deg;r-ees indicating at least four years of college train-
inµ;. The ten per cent who do not hold clegeees have been in 
the school syste1n fo 1· a long period of years and tl1eir value 
has been s11ow11 by experience with t11em. · 
There ate 17 _per cent of. the teachers of the whole school 
system who l10Id :Master's Degre~s. 
I said up here that they could be accommodated without 
undue congestion. I would like to go back to that for a 
lninute. 
In tbe Georg·e vVaHhington High School the latest analysis 
that has been made there shows that 90 per cent of the classes 
are 29, or under. That is, ii~ a school of 1,864 pupils, with 84 
teachers, 84 on the facul~y, there are 90 per cent of the classes 
that are 29 or under. The ten per cent that are over 29 are 
such classes as pJ1ysical education, cadets, band, 
page 259 } and orchestra. There are no academic. classes at 
George Washington High School en; at the Parker-
Grav that are more than 29 in number. 
I \voulcl like. to say, also, that at the Gecn·ge Washington 
High School the percentage of teachers_ with, Masters' De-
grees is 31. And at the Parker-Gray High_ School it is 29. 
And there is no teacher in any of .those schools, either the 
l1igh schools or elementary schools, with an emergency cer-
tificate, with a local permit or without a teacher's certificate; 
-or no teacher who is teaching more than 750 pupil hours per 
,veek, and none who are teaching classes that their·certificates 
do not authorize thein to teach. 
Now the school system as a whole, there are none who have 
no certificates, none who hold emergency certificates, and none 
who have local permits. 
The avera.g~ load of pupils per teacher. is 28 in elementary 
schools, 24 in high sch90Is and ~7 fol" both together. The av-
erage salary per teacher for the past session, 1949-50 was 
$3,516.10, straight through the school system, white and 
N~ro. · 
It is somewhat higher than that this current session. Sala-
l'ies ~i'e now some":7'hat higher. The salaries paid Alexandria 
teachers a~e the hii· h. es! pa.id .in th. e State of Virginia but with 
one e~·ception and. ).._at 1s Arlington County. 
Tea · fog· conditions in Alexandria are unsur-
page 260 } passe('t1 the State, and are equalled by few 
places.: 'r . 
Oaf eterias operate· in all of the school buildings under a 
reg·ular trained dietitian and director who is solely respon:si"· 
ble for the proper operation of school cafeterias. 
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TJ1e teachjng· force .. receives. the I1igbest pay of any Vir--· 
g-~nia. city. reganUe.ss. of:size~ 
That. was true .when this. was~ written. I understand tlmt 
"Falis Cht1rch h·as come.up1 to it .rigllt now, just recently. But 
wi~h tlu1.:t e~~epti_ol). .it~ is. the. hig;l;l.est pfl,id city,. regardless of 
~ize, including Richmond,. N o~folk,: N mvport News,. or any of 
t~. rest of them.. you can tlmk of. And.it is moi:e by $20{}: 
d~pendi,1g·. upon ,ex1Jerience, than tbc: teachers .receive. in Fair-
fax County. 
W'J1iledhe; .sal~y i~. n9 guarautoo ,of superiority individ-
ually, hlglier sa}ary ha~ a definite· tendency. to require- higher 
qualifim~tions a:µd,.standa-rds; collectively.. 
N: o.congestion exists in the school .system, nor are there any 
$hift :sections, double. shifts 1 desQribed a little while ago, a:s· 
I found .in.;.som~ o:r·the county- schools .. Buildings of the city 
schqqls are . .largely·m,odern, mostly fireproof and fully pro-
vided .with f~cilities .d~numd.ed. !for. :"S"Uccessful modern educa-
tional procedures, The er_n.crgency program· has been com-
plete<i.. A1Jd .inci~1)Wly,. .that 1 was , completed· at a cost of 
$~887,pOO.. 
A.nd. the :resultant adj11stments are . well ad-
page 261 · ~ va11ced ;tolv.ards :final accomplishment. . 
Wlli;lt I im.e~.1.. by -that. .. is,. that in. any building:. 
prog1~am it is not just a q1.1~s.ti0,n af get.ting the .buildings ,built.. 
They .have to be.built, aud ~·~cbaolsy.stem.reorg·anize.d to the· 
exte1~t of. fitting jnto .those bnild'ing·s .with.the: greatest facility~ 
Those adjustments have been made,: .so we .are: not only. not 
in a period .. of. buildi1.1g, we are.no.t·inta:period of adjustment 
either. T~e scho()l sy:sten1 .stauds ··.very high in the- regard 
of the collective educational authorities and :interests of th~ 
state~ .. A.11:higli:-..sGho.Qls.Iw:ve:tbe,hig·hest possible uccredifa-
1 tion rating~ a~1d ~r.e ~1;1perior in ·.their offerings,. in :the section 
an 9: in· the.stat~"':. 
Now,. I wo-qkl.Jilrn to .s&y he-re ·tllat theue is a right intere-st-
ing situation. Both Fairfax. and Alexandria have textbook 
rent~~ ~~µ1es Jor -handling . textbo0ks~. That· ,~ms instituted 
in Al~xancl~·ia. Jn -1933. 
T~ere .an~· three -ways that they .manage. textbooks; one is· 
to buy the books a~d. :then gi.ye· them to the pupils. Another 
is to ,\my the: boo.k~ a\1d re_nt them.to the pupils, and support 
and .fi~E:tn<;p_ th~ .sc4ep:ie .on the rentals. . The ,other is. to re-
quire the pupils to buy the books. 
Now,; ;Fairfa~ a:t;td. Alexandria both· operate-· .. · on a rental 
basi~ .. : TJiie f e:ef3_ i~ AJexaw:lria always have been $1-.50 a year 
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for all the elementary grades, that is, from first 
page 262 ~ g-rade up through the 8th grade., $2 for all the 
hig·h school books, in spite of the fact that some 
of the high school books cost over $2. 
The rental fees in Fairfax are $1.50 for the first and sec'-
ond grades, $2.50 for the third, fourth, fifth and sixth grades, 
and $2.75 for the 7th grade, and $3.50 for all the high school. 
As far as I know, other·wise the two systems operate simi-
larlv. The difference lies in the rental fees. 
Q·. There is no question in your mind, then, is there, Mr. 
Williams, about the advantage to the pupils in this area, of 
annexation! 
~fr. :McCandlish: If the Court please, that is a sort· of 
argument, is it not? 
l\Ir. vVilliams: I will ask him to indicate-
~Ir. McCandlish: He can produce the facts and :Mr. "\Vil-
liams can argue the case. · 
J\fr. "\Villiti.ms: I am asking it in question form. He is 
answering it, not me. 
Judge Brown: I do not think he needs to answer it. I can 
readilv assume what his ans,vcr would be. 
J\fr ... ,\Tilliams: If that is the case, then there is no use in 
presenting any evidence at all in this court. 
J udg·e Brown: He has presented the evidence already. 
page 263 ~ By Mr. \Villiams: 
Q. vVould you go into the financial picture of 
this annexation study you have made? 
A. How far do you want me to go into it, Mr. "'\Villiams t 
Q. Just get to the pertinent points as quickly as you can. 
\Ve have been going for some time: and I think the Court--
A. ,v ell, do you want to know wliat it would add to the op-
erating and maintenance budget of the schools, for instance, if 
we had a certain number of pupils? 
Q. Yes. 
A. As nearly as I can determine, there are nearly 900 pupils 
in this area. Our rate of cost per pupil is about $200. That 
would be $180,000 added to the operating· and maintenance 
budget. That applies only to operation and maintenance. 
Our school budget would go up $180,000 for that purpose. 
Mr. Williams: Your witness. 
J mJge Brown: Let us take a little recess before the cross 
examination. 
270 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Thomas Chambliss TVizz.ianis. 
(There was a short recess.) . 
pag·c 264 ~ CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. McCandlish: 
Q. Do you have a cadet corps at the new Parker-Gray col-
ored school, Mr ... Williams? 
A. Ko, we do not. 
Q. How many grades do you have in the Alexandria School 
System? 
A. 12. 
Q. How long· have you had 12 gTades f 
A. Three years. 
Q. Could you tell the Court what the pupil increase has 
been per year and your teacher increase per year for the past 
three or four vears f 
A. The pupil increase this year-I would not trust my 
memorr to go too far back-was :305 pupils, I believe, and 
our teacher increase was 14 teachers. 
Q. You cannot give any figures further back than that? 
A. It would be just a personal question of memory, and I 
would not trust my memory. 
Q. I would like, Mr. ·wmiams, if you would get those figures 
so thev can be furnished to the Court. 
A. "'\Ve can do that. 
,Tud~e Brow·n: About how far back? 
l\fr. ··McCandlish: Four years. 
page 265 ~ By Mr. l\foCamllisll : 
Q. In your direct testimony you said that the 
Lee-Jackson School Building was so old that it was too old 
for the county to fix it up; is that correct f 
A. I don't think I made that statement. I said I under-
stood that the County was considering abandoning it. 
Q. Because of its age. ,v asn 't that the reason? 
.,. A. I tlidn't ask them why, but I imagine that would be the 
reason. 
Q. Don't you p1~opose to use it if the City annexes? 
A. I hope not. We may have to use it for awhile. 
Q. How old is the old Alexandria High School Building in 
the City of Alexandria at vYest and Cameron Streets f 
A. The old Alexandria Hig:h School was built in 1915, and 
this building at Lee-.T ackson was built in 1924, but they ar·e 
right dissimilar buildings. The old Alexandria school, which 
~ 
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. is now called the Jefferson School Annex was .a very heavily 
-and ve~y subst..autially-built building. It was necessarily so 
because it had a type of heating system in it which neces-
sitated a p1~etty massive sort of construction, particularly in 
the basement .. 
In going· over that building now .you 1can 't find .any cracks 
in the ·w.alls or the ·ceilings ·Or settling· or anything of that 
type.. 
The .building is recognized ,as being ·one which 
page 266 .} could not be used -entirely :satisfacto.rily by itself., 
.S'Q .it is used in conjection ~i th another huilding, 
:and the two together furnish facilities which .more nearly ap-
proach what is needed than eithe-1· one .o.f .the buildings would 
.bv its~lf. 
,.· Q. My question was, when it was ·built, and if you bacl just 
answered my question we would .have saved ,about .ten .min-
u~& . 
A. I said 1915. 
Q. And it is still used ·as a schooB 
.A. Still used ·as -.a school. 
Q. How old is the \Vashington School ·in the City of Alex~ 
:andria? 
A. I reckon the \Vashington School was built around 18-
:something. I could not tell exactly when. 
Q. How about the Lee School f 
A. The Lee School was built about 19-about the same time 
Lee-Jackson was. I don't know exactly .. 
Q. How about the Maury School f 
A. The Maury School was built in 1'928. . 
Q. How ·about the Old P!1rker-Gray School, not the new 
11ig·h school but the old ·school! 
A. The Old Parker-Gray School was built around 1920-
:something. 
Q. All of those schools that I have . named are still being 
·used as schools in Alexandria? 
);>age 267 } A. You mention them bec.ause I happen to men-
tion ·when the -other was built 1 
'Q .. Well, now, sir, I will ask the questions and you will 
-answel' tl1<t questions. That is the way we do this. 
A. All right, sir. 
Q. Does the City transport its pupils now, Mr. Williams T 
A. Some of them. 
Q. What per cent of them do they transporU 
.A. They transport a very few. The pupils that are trans·-
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near Donaldson's Sto.re, and there arc altogether about 60'. 
of those pupils only-sh:ty out of approximately 8,0.00~ 
Q. Are they transported hy public transportation or buses. 
belonging to the City f 
A. They are transported by a public- utility which runs a 
special bus for that purpose on a special schedule. 
Q. I ~d not quite get this. clear: Do. you propose,: if .Alex-
andria annexes this territory to build any school in the area t 
A. We are planning a school at the present time. It is on 
the drawing boards for Shirley-Duke or vicinity .. 
Q.. That is the only school you plan to build in the area 1 
A .. Yes, a 20-room school.. 
page 268 f Q. How can you design the school until you 
have selected the site 0l Doesn't the topography of 
the land have· something to do with the kind of school you 
build, ~fr .. Williams! 
A .. Not in the preliminary plans, no. In the working plans,. 
yes, but there are a great many preliminary ,letails that have-
to be worked out as to floor plan and distribution and so our 
but maybe I am exceeding what I should answer .. I say, not 
f 01· the preliminary plans .. 
Mr. :McCandlish : That is all .. 
Mr. Keith~ No questions. 
By J\1Ir. Da~s: 
Q.~ ·wm you tell me, at the· Linc«>Irria ScI100T, now many stu-
dents did you say of that school would live within. the area: 
proposed for annexation f 
A~ Miss Harris, who is the principal of tJre school, says: 
there are approximately mo.. I say 97 .. 
Q. How many live outside m the area proposed to be an-· 
nexedf 
A .. The difference between 404 and f17; 307. 
Q. Have you made any investigation to find out what would 
be the situation so far as scnooI facilities· for those excluded' 
ehilcTren would be if you annexed tlle territory including· 
Lincolnia Schooif 
A .. Yes, I have. If' we had 307 children there-
pa-g~ 269 f and had nine vacant rooms at .Sniriey-Drrke we· 
wonid not have much trouble- taking care of them .. 
Q. Yon mean to say that you as the· City of .A.Iexandria 
would take care of the 307 stncTents that were cmtsfde of the 
annexed area f' 
A .. I said we would have room to· take cm·e of them.. Some, 
·;:::::::s~:.:.=nt:":":\'.":"i:\.:::\=.=:·=>::·.,:) 
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means would have to worked out, if the County wants to pay 
tuition. \Ve could take them. 
Q. Didn't you just :finish telling us a few minutes ago that 
Lincolnia School was overerowded and that one of the ad-
vantages of this annexation was that you would cut the num-
ber of children in the Lincolnia School from 407 to 97, thus 
giving lots of room in the school for the children in the an-
nexed area ·f 
A. From 404. 
Q. From 404 to 97 J 
A. The 97 would constitute about ten ·per class room, even 
at Lincolnia, which is low, but I said that a building of 20 
rooms at Shirley-Duke would lmve about 9 vacant class rooms, 
and thev would accommodate those children if necessary. 
They co"uld accommodate them. ~ 
Q. Do you know as a fact that a good many of the 97 chil-
dren that you say would be iu the annexed area and attend 
the Lincolnia School are in fact in the area right adjacent to 
the school, and north and west of Shirley highway? 
A. I would assume so from the number who 
pag·e 270 ~ walk and the number who are transported. 
Q. Then, as an actual matter of fact, there 
would be less than 97 children attending Lincolnia School that 
would be in the annexed area, if the part north and west of 
Shirley Highway were not annexed, is not that a facU 
A. Obviously. 
Q. And it would be not difficult at all to take care of that 
group of somwhat less than 97 children at Shirley-Duke's 
school, for example t 
A. ·well, of course, I do not know how much they will be 
reduced, but I assume they would be reduced right sharply 
hecause most of the built-up area is west of the Shirley-High-
way; if such a small number of children us 24 out of 97 arc 
transported, and all the rest walk, I would assume that they 
would come from right around that section, and if the terri-
tory west of the htghway wel'e eliminated, I imagine there 
would be quite a sharp drop there. I do not know how much. 
Q. Did you consider the possibility of eliminating that 
small area west of the highw~y from the annexed area dur-
ing your consideration of the situation? 
A. No, I did not consider it seriously. I saw it as a pos-
sibility. 
Q. Did you help in arriving at the metes and 
page 271 ~ bounds of the area proposed for annexation f 
A. No, :sir. 
! • ,, 
'' 
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Q. You had nothing to clo with that? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Did you submit any report on the desirability of that 
particular area as distinguished from any other area? 
A. I submitted a report on the area as it was limited. 
Q. But not in comparison with any other area? 
A. No, I had no other area to compare it with. 
Q. You did not, for example, make any study of the area 
south of Alexandria to find out if, from a school standpoint, 
that would have been a more practical area to annex? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you make any study of the area east and south of 
Shirley Highway as compared with the area north and west 
of the Hig·hway f 
A. Xo. 
Q. I notice that in your discussion of your schools, you 
mentioned they were accredited by the Association, I believe, 
of Southern Colleges and Secondnry Schools. 
A. No, Secondary Schools and Colleges. 
Q. Secondary Scl1ools and Colleg·es. And you consider that 
a very desirable thing, do you, that the schools should he so 
accredited? 
A. Well, most schools try to be. 
page 272 ~ Q. Isn't the propose of that accrediting., to make 
tlie students eligible to enter college without ex-
amination t 
A.. That is the effect of it. No, that is not the object of 
it, that is the result of it, one of the results of it. But tlie 
accrediting, if you will lot me finish answering your ques-
tion- ·, .. • . It Q. Certamly. ~ .. 
A. One of the effects which bring a ... '· the accrediting is 
the raising of standards within the sch· · Otherwise there 
would not be any point in that type of ~ ···' · iting·. 
Q. Are you familiar with this rather rn theory of edu-
cation that they apparently teach at th I umbia Teachers 
Colleg·e, that since only about :!5. per ce .. ·. . e studeits com-
pleting high school go on to college, tha · h school shoulc1 
prepare students for 1ifc rather than p '~ them to go on 
. -1· 
to college 1 ··~~~fi 
A. Well, your percentage is rig·ht high ·Jl:~t!. Not as many 
as 25 per cent go. But I am familiar witff' that statement, 
which does not relieve us of the responsibility of trying to 
prepare those who do go. 
Q. Is that the main object of your school system-to pre-
County ·of Fairfax v. City -oi Alexandria 2i5 
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1u1re t11ose that go to high schools, to go on to college, -or is 
the main objective to prepare those who go to high schools 
to get out and face life? 
A.. No. I think if vou examine the accredita-
page 273 } tion standards of the Association you will see tha.t 
it provides for both, and by being accredited by 
the Association it means we provide what i~ called a compre .. 
iiensive hig·h school . .A comprehensive hig·h school is what is 
known as one with broad curriculum offerings, and a school 
with ·broad curriculum offerings is designed to take care of, 
.as well as possible, the demands that come from the pupils 
who go to the school, wllether they want to go on to college 
or not go on to college. 
Now, it is impossible to take care of completely all of these 
:sitnation but that is the purpose of it. 
Q . .Your school system, then, is some kind of compromise 
between the two? 
A. No., it is not a compromise between the two. It is the. 
direct fulfillment of the two. 
Q. "\Vell, you can't completely fulfill both objectives at the 
same time, can you f 
A. Well, what are your objectives f 
Q. A man who wants to get out of high school and go to 
work immediately, needs certain training-
.Judge Brown: l\Ir. Davis, I think if you are getting into 
a discussion of higher education, and so fortl1, you could go on 
for days. The educators have been arguing· about it for years. 
· I do not think this Court i~ going to pass upon it. 
])age 274 } Mr. D is: I didn't wish to go much further, 
your . 01-. I think I can conclude it very 
shortly. In fact, ·,i "nk I can drop it and let it go. 
' .. 
·~, r' 
Bv Mr. Davis: 
· Q. Wbat is th · ·age size of your school class. in Alexan-
<lria? 
A. In this re · lmd called attention to that. It is about 
2B in -elementar ols, and 26 in high schools and an aver-
age of about 27 . ~ ,,~ :· eve, as I set it up in here. 
_Q. Do J:OU c~,l~: ... ,
0
. ).· that average proper, or is that average 
still too high? \ ... : , · 
A. I think tha · i a very favorable averag·e, particularly in 
this section of the country. 
Mr. Davis: That is all 
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Mr. l\foCandlish: That is all .. 
Mr. vVilliams ~ I have just three questions,: I believe on re·-
direct.. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION .. 
By Mr. "\Villiams : 
Q. 1Ir. McCandlish asked you something about the increase· 
in pupil-loa~, and increase in teacher-load. I nnderi:;tand you 
to. SSt'Y that;you would furnish those figures.. But what is the-
, situation in the way tlmt you have handled them, regardJess 
of the numbe.d 
pag·e 275 ~ A. As I understood his question, he asked what 
was the increase in the number of pupils., and the-
increase in the number of teachers. I did not understand him 
to ref er to what was the teacher load. 
Mr. l\foCandlish : I just asked him for the increase in each 
one .. 
The "\Vitness: I ca_n give the teacher load if yon want it-
By Mr. ·wmiams : 
Q. My question is, regardless of tile· increase in pupils, do· 
you feel your school has handled the increase in pupils? 
A. We haven't had an increase in pupils. We have a reduc-
tion_ 
Q .. Y O'.U: mentio-ned the figure of 300 last year as being an 
increase, .. 
A. No, but we increased the number of teachers at the same· 
time. We would reduce the teaciler load. 
Q. That is it exactly. Yon bave taken care of the increase 
in children,. regardless of the number. 
A. Yes. The result of building· prog-rams-actually I ar-
rive in a round-about wav-has been tlle introduction of ad-
ditional t&achei·s, in the school system. 
And where some of the teachers before tl1at had shift sec-
tions or two groups a day, they do not have that now, and 
tbe congested spots have been clone away with,. 
page 276 ~ which I1as reduced the teacher load all ti1e way 
throng·h, the average. 
Q. Mr. McCandlish made some mention of the number of 
schools-rather, you did in response to his question-the num-
ber of schools in the city that were erected some years ago~ 
Has there been any modernization program or new additions 
or new wings to any of those- schools ! 
/'t •• , • ; ' •• '. ~ :·. ·t 
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A. Since I have.been in Alexandria, we have built eighteen 
bull~1ings. and additions. . Most of those: schools .have been 
completely ,tebuilt-not 1'ebuilt, but rehabilitated. That is 
tl1e word, I _was _trying- _to g·et at. . ·-· 
.. He n1enticmed th~ \Yashit~gton School, fo1· i11stance. ·wash-
ingtcnLSch~ol,lH1s. practically. b.e~n rebuilt inside. It has a 
ne,V; heathigl systen1 of a t~iff~re1tt. ty.pe, a. ne'W .lig·h.ting·. sys-
tem, mew, floots: all l tlle · way tln:tn.ig;h. : The ;~alls have beei1 
~U· d~ne tover., and the whole building has been almost com-
pletely renovated~_, . . 
: .· The same is true of tl1e old Alexandria High School which 
is now·the Jefferson. A1mext which .was built in 1915. That 
building ha~( been refloored. ·A. different and ·new heating 
sy~tem has been put in it. A new toilet system has been put 
~ili .. 
1: .. Ali of the lighting has been tom out and new lig·bting put 
in. . . · · · · ·· 
Almost the· total interior of the building has been rehabili-
tated. , ·. 
pag·e 277 ~ ! . That is ~rue of almost every old school building 
· . in Alexandria. 1 , - i • 
, Q., l\Ir. Pavis made some mention of this school right here 
on this map, .which as you knqw:is right on the .edg·e _of .the 
annexation· line. Let.. me. ask you:· Suppose the ·. line .. ,was 
draw11 Tight down here and did not include that school; would 
that make any difference in your plans 1 Can you assimilate 
the school child1:en in your-
' A. I do1i 't ·think that it· would make any particular differ-
ence. · It is ,such a small number it ,vould not be significant . 
. , Q:·.~focoth~1<words.; if the line were dtawn here, it would 
110.t m·ake at1y differet1ce f · . . . 
: · ~.cL do :not<think it ,vould make any difference at all, in 
the school system. - - . . 
Mr. "\iVi1liams:. Tliat is all . 
.l\fr~ l\foCandlish : That is all. 
, Judge Brown: You didn't want to put on nnYone else to-
day. \Ve will acljtmtn until Tuesday 1notning. .. 
! \. ~ • 
(W11€reupcm; at.W:30 p. ·m. 'tlm hearing ,vas recessed to re-
convene at 10 a. m. Tuesday, October 24, 1950.) 
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The above-entitled matter came on for further hearing be-
fore the Honorable Judg·cs w·alter F. McCarthy, Jeff vV. 
Walter, and Paul E. Brown, sitting as an Annexation Court, 
in the Courthouse at Fairfax, Virginia, at 10 :08 o'clock a. m. 
Appearances :V. Floyd Williams, Esq., Horace H. Edwards,. 
Esq., nnd Olin Rogers, E-sq., for the City of Alexandria. 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esq., and vV. Yv. Koontz, Esq., rep-
resenting B. M. Smith, Trustee; Duke-Shirley Terminal, Inc.; 
Shirley Hills Development Corp.; R.andolpb, et al; Mark & 
Catherine C. Whikler; and Residents and Freeholders of 
Dowden Terrace Subdivision. 
page 279 } Hugh B. Marsh, Esq., and Robert J. l\foCan"d-
lisb, Jr., Esq., appearing for the Board of Super-
vii;;ors of Fairfax County. 
,James B. Keith, Esq., Appearing for 570 Intervenors in 
the Area sought to be annexed. 
Robert F. Davis, Esq., Appearing- for Intervcnors outside 
of the Area Sought to be Annexed. 
PROCEEDINGS. 
l\fr. l\foCanc1lish: If the Court pleases, l\.fr. Marsh is ill 
and nt home, which is the reason for his absence today. 
I w·ould also like to have the record show that in accordance 
with my informal request on Friday, I be permitted to with-
draw as associate counsel for Mr. Robert F. Davis, who rep-
resents certain citizens outside the area, on the ground that 
we have now come to a. point where we can not properly rep-
resent our respective groups tog·ether. I had not anticipated 
that in the beginning, and I do feel that the record should 
show that. 
Judge Brown: The Court does not feel that there is any 
objection to Mr. Da.vis appearing in this case as counsel, in-
asmuch as he is a resident of that area, and 01ie of the Peti-
tioners. 
Mr. Davis: Thank you, Your Honor. 
I would like to file an answer on behalf of William vV. 
County of Fairfax"'· City of Alc:tandria 2i9 
:.\;feyer, et al, 213 Petitioners, and also to file with 
}lage 280 r the Clerk a typewritten list of names and ad-
dresses on the Petition, so that it will be avail-
itble to the Court. This typewritten list is as accurate as we 
can make it. I would not want to promise the Gourt that 
there are not errors in it, but I do not believe there are. 
,J u<lge Brow11: This one you are filing· now, is that an ad-
<litional party! 
l\fr. Davis: No, Your Honor. I am filing the answer that 
goes with the original petition, and the typewritten list of 
names and addresses that appeared on the original petition . 
.. Judge Brown: What answer are you ·speaking· of? 
Mr. Davis: At the time we filed the petition we also filed 
an order which made the parties on the petition defendants, 
mid permitted them to file an answer, and we are filing· a verv 
8hort answer in response to that, adopting· the answer of the 
County and in addition, answering as to this Lincolnia area, 
nround Lincolnia School. It is a verv short answer that I 
want to file. The typewritten list is a"'list of the names and 
addresses that appeared on the original petition. 
Judge Brown: Do you have copies of that for counseH 
l\Ir. Williams: Yes, sir, we have it. 
Mr. Davis: Also, Your Honor, while I am on 
})age 281 } my feet here I rather expect that I will be called 
back downtown into Washington, and probably 
will not be here during most of the rest of the trial. I W!)uld 
like to be excused, if I ma.y. I think I have brought the point 
to the attention of the Court. I think that is about all that 
is really necessary. 
page 282} Judge Brown: Mr. Davis, do you propose to 
arg·ue this case? 
Mr. Davis: No, your Honor. I think I broug·ht the point 
to your Honor's attention, and I think that is sufficient. 
,Judge Brown: What we had in mind was that you might 
argue on something that was put in evidence when you were 
not here. 
Mr. Davis: No, the only thing I am interested in is that 
one particular point; other than that I agree with counsel for 
the County and would have nothing to add to their argument. 
Mr. McCandlish: On F'riday or maybe Thursday we re-
quested that a questionnaire be introduced in evidence on 
which the community interests of the City were based and 
also we requested three items from Mr. Watkins which we 
would like to go in the record. 
Mr. Edwards: May it please the Court, I hold in my hand 
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a copy of' the questiotmahe that ,vas i·equested of Mr. Han~ 
one of the City. witnesses. In addition Mr. ·watkins was re-
quMted to .furnish a listi of the atnotrnts that ·wero. contributed 
by itttlivitl.uals _'in· the -,~on~thictitm of ·certain" se\vet- liiies · also 
the ·report· and; the· platis :for. the' sewage disposal plant fot .. 
Alexandric:f as prepai~d· by G11eeley· a11d, Ha.nson. , 
;. ' : : '·, .A.s lto' tlrnse plans atid tliis repol'"t;· they tep~ 
page 283. ~ resent the ·only ·copy 'that the· Qity has, and we 
. a1·e rtit\Villing that th~y be in'troducetl in 'evidence· 
unless the Cuuntv. ,vill <malte t!opies bf th~iri and see that we 
g;et .back I ~ti.t~~oi~igin-iµ ~opy~ 11 , , . , .- ,· • • l · · • • i 
r· Mr: lfaCat1tlllsh :' · 1Ne do not care about the plans. AU 
we ,vit11t is the report; · ,. · ·, q · . 
, :M:1"'. Etl\Va.tds: -'\Vell;· whether it be the i~port or- the plans~ 
copies ·will hav~ td b~ made.. 1 •. : • · • · 
: J utlge I Jhhw11: I unde1istot1tl you did not waut the report 
i11thjdtic~tl in evidence. ·, · ; 
:Mr. McCnmllisll: If we cotdcl see the report; possibly tbat 
would be ·sufficie:t1t. · . . ,: .. · 1 · i • • , . _ 
: .. Mr. ;Edwitl·ds: . ,ve 1HTt~ b1~ought them here for ycml'. ex~ 
. a.ri1itiation, bttt·if you ,vaiit td hitl·oducc them itt ~videhce you 
will haye to make c~pies,' becalrse · \Vu cannot ag1.-ee that our 
<Wiginals · go into evideii~e; be~a\lse they rep1·esent the only 
ones we have. · · · , · 
~tr. McCnhdlisI1: \Ve ·would just' like to see tliem. · 
- l\fr .. Ed\vifrd's: . Well; . they tlte . h~1·e fo1~ .. your inspection .. 
You .can lotJk at them any tiine yob want to.. · · · 
,,·-J"ud~ Bi:~uwh:· These other iteins at·e b~ing inh·oduced in 
evidence l'tinderstand. I •• ' . • 1 ' • • 
, 1\f 1._· 1foCantllish t The eontribUtions by the property 
owners. · i - ' · · , , • -- r: · ' 
Mr. Edvmrds: M)\ Watkins is here, and you may \\rant him 
t l :.i.· ·t 1 • - •, d exp ni n 1 • i • • • . • • . • , · . • • • . 
page 284 ~ M1 .. l\-foCan4lish: Attcl ~the. questionnaire.·. 
~ Mr. Ed_\va:tds: Here is the qliastiot1mtire. 
Now is there. anything- else ? . · ' -· ·, · 
· Mt. l\foCandllsh: :.. Tlie cnpacify of Taylot's Rutt or Chin-
qtmpiii Sewer when it was co1tsh"Uctet1. -- , 
. Mt .. Edwlittls: Suppose we have l\fr. ,v atkins take the 
stand. :· · . . 
':You- also asked,. l\fr. l\foCantllish; by letter; that we have 
available h~i~ th~ minutes of the -Ctlttncil f1·ot:11 January 1949 
to-d{tte. We. hll.V.e. that bot)lt. here oh the table. _ 
-.. l\f.r. Mc Candlish: vVlien Mr. Ancell testifies we will want 
that. 
• 
, .. , •.••.• ,·,·.;••F·i·•·····, ... ,,._. .,~ 1 ... · ., :· ... : .. , ... -1.:1·····.! ... 1s::.~·,p_ :,..s·r, ,\"f:: 
{ ....,. 
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C. Luckett Watkins. 
Mr. Edwards: I don't know when you want to· use it, but 
they are here on the table. 
Thereupon 
C. LUCKETT WATKINS, 
a witness called by counsel for the Plaintiff, having been 
previously sworn, resumed the stand and testified further as 
follows: 
FURTHER CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. l\foCaudlish: 
Q. Do you just want to introduce this, Mr. ·watkins ¥ 
Mr. Edwards: We do not want to introduce it. If you do,· 
all right. 
l\fr. l\fo.Candlish: We do want to introduce 
page 285 ~ this. We will introduce it as Defendant's Exhibit 
14, being a memorandum addressed to me show-
ing the estimated population in the Taylor Run area today 
on the trunkliuc sewer as 27,000; and a list showing contribu-
tions-or what do you call these, Mr. Watkins f 
The ·witness: Tappage fees as taken from my records for 
those in Fairfax County but connected with Alexandria sewer 
from 1941 up to the last date which was in 1950. 
l\Ir. :McCandlish: That shows $31,028.01. ,v e would like 
to introduce this in evidence. 
(Population memorandum referred to was received in evi-
dence and marked "County Exhibit No. 14. ") 
Mr. l\fcCandlish: This is the questionnaire l1ai1ded to me 
by Mr. Hall. ·we would like that marked Defendants' Ex-
hibit 15. 
(The questionnaire referred to was received in evidence 
and marked "County Exhibit No. 15. ") 
FURTHER DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By l\fr. Edwards: 
Q. There are other extension_s over and beyond these re-
flected on this memorandum? 
A. Yes. There were numerous extensions made to the 
2"82 Stipreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
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original trunkline which was necessary to serve the people 
listed in this memorandum which I have g·iven. 
page 286 ~ Q. Was there any contribution made by County 
residents? 
A. The only charge made is the regular tappage fee which 
is listed in this. 
Mr. Edwards: That is all. ,v e will call Mr. Ancell. 
Thereupon 
WILLIAM GUY ANCELL, 
called as a witness by counsel for the Plaintiff, having been 
first duly sworil, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Give your name to the reporter, please. 
A. ·lVilliam Guv Ancell. 
Q. I believe you are at present the City Manager of Alex-
andria? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. How long have you been in the field of public manage-
ment? 
A. Since 1932. 
Q. Tell us a little bit about your background. 
A. You mean in management-
Q. Yes, in management. 
A. I was first town manager of Orange, Virginia. I went 
from there to Hopewell, Virgfoia. 
Q. ,v11at was your experience just briefly in engineering, 
before you. became town manag·er-
A. I came into the manager field at Orange as 
page 287 t resident engineer. I was employed there as resi-
dent engineer, constructed the sewers, the sewer 
system and a sewage-treatment plant, and water works. Pre-
vious to that I had served as superintendent of construction 
on, w·ell, a number of jobs. I do not recall them now. 
Q. All right . .And then how long were you in the Town of 
Orange? 
A. Two years. 
Q. Then from Orange you went where f 
A. To Hopewell, Virginia. 
Q. As manager f 
A. That is rigl1t. I stayed there ten years. I went to 
i"·:-~ 
;. ,:.,.,, .. ,,.,.,,,.,,~ ·==.'o·; ..;'7!',,.,,=-,------,-,C-~~=~~~~~iii 
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Covington, Virg·inia from there, stayed there about_ a year 
and a half, went from there to Stanton. I stayed in Stanton 
two years as manager. I went from Stanton to Portsmouth, 
served in Portsmouth two years as manag·er.. I ca,nie from 
Portsmouth to Alexandria, my present position.. . 
·Q. So since 1932 your entire work has bceu in the field of 
}JUblic management? 
· A. That is correct, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: We would like to introduce through this 
witness the exhibit City No. 15~ This exhibit, if it please the 
Court, represents agreement and stipulation between the 
County and the City as to assessed values of all taxable prop-
erties in Fairfax County, .Alexandria and the area 
page 288 ~- sought to be annexed, for the year 1950. 
(Assessed valuation stipulation referred to was received 
in evidence and marked "City Exhibit 15. ") 
Mr. Mc.Candlish: Could we see one of those? 
l\fr. Edwards: ,vc will give you a copy as soon as he marks 
them. 
The exhibit pretty well explains itself and we will not take 
the time of the Court to detail the items unless there is some 
particular item .that the Court woulcl like information on be-
fore we proceed with the examination of this witness. 
1vfr. McCandlish: The first item needs clarification. The 
difference is not large. We have $3,114,610, and that was my 
idea of the stipulated figure. 
lVIr. Edwards: I think it is where you have overlooked that 
in that figure there is included a real estate item that was car-
ried in your breakdown. 
May we suspend for a minute, because I think I can explain 
the difference and we ought not to proceed here until we have 
:a clear agreement on that item. I have a letter here on the 
point. 
Judge BrowH: Mr. Edwards, and Mr. lVIcCandlisb, is there 
some portion of the area proposed to be annexed that is not 
within the Sanitary District? 
lVIr. Edwards: Just a little of it. 
page 289} Mr. ,vmiams: That is reflected in the footnote 
on that exhibit. 
Mr. McCandlish: It is in the southwestern section. It is 
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that little isdand, that area dght down in there. It is ·very 
small.. 
Mr. Edwards: This is not in evidence, but if you are in-
terested, J udg·e, I think I can give you a little rough explana-
tion. This yellow represents the area included,. a.n:d here the 
red line represents the Sanitary District, and it is. in this little 
corner rig·ht here. 
:Mr. Davis: Lincolnia School and that area is outside the: 
Sanitary nistl'ict. 
Judge Br~wn~ It isl 
Mr. Edwards : I believe this is Lincolnia here. No, I think 
Lincolnia is probably here. 
l\ir. Davis: The school is just outside of the Sanitary Dis-
trict by about 100 yards. 
Mr. Edwards: It would come right in here, J ndg·e,, right 
in this part. This is an exhibit we had in the Falls Church 
case. I am sure the County is going to put in a type of ex-
hibit like this. 
Mr .. Davis: Judge, that Sanitary District was so arranged 
that the line would run along the ridge line, and would drain 
into that Holmes Run sewer. That line runs along Lincolnia 
Road. 
page 290 ~ I did not intend that to go in the record; I just 
offered that for information. 
l\fr. Edwards: I think I can report to the Court that our 
figures check. 
Mr. McCancllish~ Yes,.sir. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Mr. Ancell, I want to ask you some questions dealing 
with the type of public services tiiat are rendered by the City 
of Alexandria and the departments through which these se-rv-
ices come. First, your fire department .. 
page 291 ~ A. We have a combination paid department and 
volnnteer department. We have forty-five men 
who are paid men. We have about five hundred listed a:s vol-
unteers, but we consider that abont 150 of those are active 
and attend most all fires. 
We have five complete fire stations. We have in No. I Sta-
tion one 75-foot aerial trnck, one 1~250-gallon per minute 
triple combination .pumper. 
In Fire Station No. 2 we :have one 500-g·allon per minute 
triple combination pumper, one qnadruple I,250-gallon per 
minute pumper ladder and truck. 
·;=.=;1:,:: =.=.=:· ;-;-.=:-:rf,0-:-~·.':o:::·:··:;·:, :ry;:-:-':'~(.,:::~;· ' .. (": '·:::·::.~:1·~•;:!J !":t=.=.i''fa;-::.,=i/;··'·,, ' .. . ; :·: i7\W'.•!:fY;,=;::·;·,::~i~:l.',1'·! ! ;·:::'. ,··; 
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In No. 3 Fire Station we have one 100-foot ael'ial truck, 
one 1,~50-gallon per minute triple combination pumper, one 
750-gallon per minute triple combination pumper. 
In Station No. 4 we have one 1,250-gallon per minute triple 
combination pumper, one 500-gallon per minute triple com-
bination pumper and wagon. 
In Station No. 5 we have one 1,250-g·allon per minute triple 
combination pumper, one 500-gallon per minute triple com-
bination pumper and wagon. In addition we have one squad 
truck with 200-g·allon per minute pump. 
In apparatus and equipment we have a rescue squad con-
nected with the ·Fire Department, one Buick ambulance and 
one Cadillac ambulance. 
"\Ve have provided in most of our stations-not all of them 
-extra beds that are occupied by volunteers free 
page 292 ~ of charge and they answer fires with the Fire De-
. partment when they are sleeping at the engine 
house. ,v e have a Fire Prevention Bureau. vVe have a strict fire 
prevention code and a Fire Prevention Bureau staff with a 
chief., one inspector, and a clerk. 
Q. ·what are the duties of your Fire Prevention Bureau 1 
A. They make inspections. They supervise different types 
of fireproof construction to see that the ordinances are car-
ried out, and they make radial inspections of :filling stations 
and other places handling inflammable material. In fact 
there is a constant inspection being made at all times some-
where in the City. 
Q. Have you prepared a map designed to show the perti-
nent information for fire protection 1 ~-
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: "\Ve offer thiB map as Exhibit City 16. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit City No. 16".) 
-Bv :Mr. Edwards: 
0
Q. At this point, 1\Ir. Ancell, confine your testimony to the 
engine houses in Alexandria and point them out to the Court. 
A. vVell, the eng'ine houses are shown on this Exhibit 16 in 
yellow. There is one at this location (indicating) ; there is 
one at this location (iuclicating); there is one at 
page 293 ~ this location (indicating); there is one at this lo-
cation (indicating) and one at this location (ind~-
f•, 
~ ' 
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eating·). That is five. 
The red dots are existing fire hydrants in the City of Alex-
andria. 
Q. While you are there you might as well explain the map 
as far as it relates to the annexed area, or are you going to 
cover that at a later time1 
A. "\Ve show on the annexed area in green the proposed lo-
cation of fire hydrants that we propose to locate in the area. 
We show in Iavendar. where we propose to locate fire engine 
houses and police headquarters somewhere in this g·eneral 
vicinity. ·we, of course, do not know the exact spot, but it 
will be in that area. 
Q. Is that in the vicinity of the ·winkler properties that 
heretofore have been sing-led out in this case f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. w·hat do the red balls indicate¥ 
A. They indicate existing fire h~rdrants in the U. S. Quar-
termaster Depot and Shirley-Duke, and there arc some in the 
Delta area and some in the Virginia Theological Seminary. 
Q. Are those privately provided? 
A. I am not prepared to answer that; I don't know. 
Q. All right. 
A. In addition to the equipment we liave at the present time 
as I have just indicated, we have two 750-gallon 
page 294 ~ per minute pumpers and one 100-foot aerial truck 
on order, and they will be delivered, we have been 
told, the two of them, the two 750-gnllon pumpers will be de-
livered in November, and the aerial truck in February. 
Q. Tell us something about the Police Depart-
page 295 ~ ment in Alexandria. 
A. Well, we have in the Police Department a 
~otal of 89 employees. That constitutes the Chief., two lieu-
tenants~! am sorry, I do not know how many sergeants-
ptobably too many. The rest are. patrolmen. And then we 
have seven detectives under a detective-lieutenant. and he is 
under a detective inspector. , ,v e conduct police schools, our own schools. They are con-
ducted by four of our police officers who have graduated from 
the FBI school. And then we have our younger men attend 
-three or four, as many as we C'an spare at the time-the 
State school for police officers, which is held, usually in Rich-
mond. 
Q. Do you follow the usual practices in the selection and 
training of men for the Department, without going into too 
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A. Y.e-s., sir. vVe employ men on a probationary period for 
six months. We work him iii the office, to familiarize himself 
with the operation of radio and teletype and g·e1wral office 
work, familiarize l1imself with the City and the general pro-
cedure from tl1e office end. Then we assign him to duty with . 
an experienced police officer, whether be is on foot or whether 
he is in ·a cruiser car. And we have a pay scale where we 
pay one year one salary, the second year another salary, and 
we graduate it on up to five years. ·we have 14 
pag-e 296 ~ automobiles and two spares. ,v e have a total of 
sixteen cars assig·ned to· the department, ail in 
good condition. · 
Q. What kind of communication sy8tcm do you use? . 
. A ... We have a two-way Motorola radio which .is connected~ 
or rather, used for the entire city. 
Q. And it is on these police cars that you mentioned 1 
A.. Yes, sir. Each- . 
Q. Do you have any communication in connection with the 
'State Police DepartmenU 
A. None except through teletype. 
Q. Is that the customary method of connection with that 
departn1entf · 
A. Yes, sir. They are on a different wave length, and it 
would confuse us to be connected with them. 
Q. So you use a teletype system 1 
A. That is correct. . 
Q. Now, w11ile this map is before us, marked "Fire .Pro-
tection,'' do you have any plans for tlle annexation area as 
far as police stations are concerned? 
A. As I stated. the Lavendar Station is a combination fh-e 
engine house and· police headquartt'rs. It will be a sub-police 
station, manned 24 hours a day. 
Q. ,vhat is your traffic bureau! 
A. In the traffic bureau we have 12 employees. 
Q. Are these in addition to the police employees you have 
already mentioned? 
pag-e 297 } A. That is correct; yes, sir, they are under a 
trained man who is trained-I can't think of the 
University in Southwest, but it is a well-known traffic school 
that he attended and graduated from. 
Q. Northwestern 7 
A. Yes, that is it. 
Their first duty, they attend all fires. on alarm and place 
barricades and attend to tl1e traffic at a fire. They do all 
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SC3hools-schoo} signs, and one-way street sig·ns, 01" any other 
street signs are under that department,. aud any traffic mark-
ing is under that departmenL 
They function in cases of parades and things of that sort,. 
by placing· barricades and ropes, and whatever is necessary 
to conduct the parade. 
Q. Is the operation of a Police Department in 
page 298 J .,a~ ~ity on a different basis from that which is: 
needed for a rural area t 
A. I should. think so., yes,. sir. 
Q .. In what :respect t 
.A. Vl ell, it is customary to g·ive closer police protection in 
an urban area tfam it is in a rural area, and we can do it be-
cause wo l1ave a smaller area to cover .. The rural areas are· 
such that one man, I presume, has to cover considerable mile-
age in performing his duty, and so far as I know,. he is prob-
ably called when trouble starts. I am not speaking of traffic,. 
now. In the rural areas the State Police Force,-
Q. The State Police Force'! 
A. The State Police Force usually functions in the eonnties. 
on traffic. They do not work in our cities on traffic. They 
are subject to call if we need them, and are very cooperative .. 
They help ns out when we have parades and football games. 
and things like that. They send men to help us,. but ordi-
narily they do not patrol onr streets. 
Q. You have how many square miles of area in .Alexandria X 
A .. .Abcnrl a;even. 
Q .. And the number flf police officeTs to patrol this· area¥ 
A. vVeH, we have a: total of 89. That is not police officers; 
that is the full personnel of the Police Department. 
Of conrse the Sergeant and Lieutenants cruise, 
page 299 ~ the cars the same ns the other cruisers. ,ve l1ave· 
men on foot; we nsc men-for inshmec, we- we>·rk 
tllree shifts bnt we will probably have more men on from .f 
o'clock nntil midnight tlum we will on the other two sbil''ts-,. 
because somehow tllat seems to be the time that the most 
crime takes place. 
Q. Do you know how many officers Fairfax Cormty hasf 
A. No, sir, I do not. 
Q. Tell us something, briefly, n bout tl1e Health Department .. 
One building operated by it was visited by the Court on the 
first day of tile trial. 
A. Well, in the Health Department we have an over-all 
total of 40 people. That is made up· of the Health Director,. 
six technicians., twelve nurses, six sanitarians, six clerks, :five 
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janitors. Then in the dental clinic we have three clinicians. 
They are not necessarily full-time. They could be dentists 
that come in and operate certain days, and one clerk. 
In the Alcoholic Clinic we have two psychiatrists who op-
~rate the same as the dentists, on a part-time basis, and one 
clerk, and then we Jrnve attached three dog catchers. We con-
duct a very full health program ; in fact, the fullest one and 
the mos_t complete service that I have ever seen in a city and 
one that has been recognized by the National Health people 
in so far as they send visitors to our department 
page 300 ~ who are served with local health services, aml 
they visit us at intervals. "\Ve have probably as 
complete facilities as the Court has seen, I think, or as could 
ever be expected in a municipaliti. 
Q. Is a Health Center 
1
C1inieal ~-,acility such as those visited 
by the Court important m a Health Department l 
A. Oh, I think it is very important, yes, sir. ·we have some 
very fine equipment there. "\Ve are well equipped to conduct 
all of our work. Even in the dental clinics we have complete 
dental equipment and facilities for that purpose. It is tl1e 
practice in some cities to send the clinic patients to the den-
tist's office. "\Ve do not have to do that. "\Ve treat them in 
our own building. 
Q. Those are persons that are no able to provide medical 
care out of tl1eir own pocketbooks 1 
A. That is correct. Then they make certain inspections of 
school children an<l other indigent people. 
Q. Does the City have a ":relfore Department? 
A. Yes, sir. We lmve a \Velfare Department that is cer-
tainlv second to none that I have ever worked with. \Ve have 
a vei·y capable- superintendent; we have nine case workers. 
They are all trained social workers, and we have four clerks. 
They are housed in the first floor of the City Hall. 
Q. Does the City have a Department of Recreation, and if 
so, will you briefly tell us something about its activities? 
A. Yes, sir, we have a Department of Recrea-
page 301 ~ tion. That lms a di rector ,vho is a career man in 
the field of recreation, m1d well trained. \Ve have 
fourteen regular employees and twenty part-time employees. 
In the wintertime we conduct in the centers-I haYe a long 
list of people who attend the centers, such as clubs and Roy 
Scouts, et cetera. 
Q. Have you prepared a map which undertakes to show the 
areas tha.t are served in this plan of directed recreation you 
are talking about? 
it 
I 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: I offer that map as Exhibit City No; 17. 
(:Map entitled, ''Recreation" was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exllibit City No. 17.'') 
The ·witness: Shown in green on this map are the centers 
of activity and this particular orange area and all the par-
ticular orange areas are afforded recreation by the recrea-
tion facilities you see in green. In some cases they are schools 
and school grounds; in other cases we have our own facilities. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Are all those areas under the. supervision of full-time 
employees of tl1e Department 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·what are these pink areas in the annexed territory? 
A. This is our thought of the recreational fa-
pag·e 302 ~ cilities or activities and supervised play. It 
should cover thiR area at least for the time being. 
Q. Is it your plan to extend the same type of recreational 
progTam that the city now has out to the area sought to be 
annexed? 
A. Yes, sir. I should tliink that the Recreation Director 
would concentrate his attention on this area, to get it started, 
because this is already organized and running. Experienced 
people will be brought from here into this area. 
Q. At a later time we will talk about the personnel, but for 
the moment is the Department in the city equipped by per-
sonnel and training to assume the responsibility of a com-
parable recreational program in the area sought to be an-
nexed by the City? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All right, sir. 
Now, turn your attention to the D~~rtment of Public 
Works. Mr. ·watkins has previously to)~he Cour~ about tlTe 
sewer department and the street departil,.:µt, and m order to 
avoid unnecessary duplication let's skip1··::.er those and g·o fo 
garbage and. trash collection and tell'us .· .. ~~.·~ .. ?t that in the City. 
of Alexandria. :"· 
A. We have a complete organization u ;: jr a superintendent 
who i·eports to J\Ir. Watkins, and several foremen under him. 
We have, or rather, we render a service of one-
page R03 ~ week collection of trash and one-week collection 
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of garbage. And in some areas, large grocery 
stores, we make a daily collection. . 
,;v e have two facilities· for disposing of this material, one 
in the north section of the citv and one in the south section 
of tlie city. vVe are contemplating an incinerator a~ dis-
posal · 
Q. Do you consider that the collection and. disposal of gar-
bage and refuse is a proper municipal function i · . 
A. I consider it one of the most important m.unicipal {unc-
tions and anybody who mig·bt want to question that if he could 
sit in my office and hear the telephone calls would realize 
that I am correct. Beca11se yqu are dealing with the home 
of a. person. Usually with the woman's kitchen, and that is 
right essential and important servfoe to her, which if it is not 
rendered, she lets us all know. And it is cerfatnly a health 
measure. No one can doubt that. It is a thing to promote 
-cleanliness throug·hout the city. It is a thing to control 
rodents in residential sections because we require them to 
keep their stuff in containers with tight-fitting lids, which are 
not accessible to animals. 
Q. Do you think that that service is needed in the annexa-
tion territory? 
A. I think that service is needed where anybody lives. 
Q. Do you propose to furnish it there on the event that the 
city is successful in this ease¥ 
page 304 } A. I do, the same as service we render in the 
city. 
Q. Mr. ·watkins, in his testimony, has pointed out that 
there are several miles of roads and streets in the annexed 
area that are not in this State Highway System, either pri-
mary or secondary, and ~hat the county undertakes no main-
tenance for these roads and streets. 
Do you think that it is necessary that they have the same 
type of attention that those in the secondary and primary 
system now receive f 
A. Well, I thi1·.,they are entitled to attention; yes, sir. 
~ hesitate to say .... : ... ·• p..t degree of atten~ion because I think the 
1mportance of th : road would determme that. 
vVe, in Alexan'.'./., a, I think, have just-I do not know that 
we have m1y uns~' ··. aced streets in the City of Alexandria. I 
have noticed sontfi,iu the proposed annexation area. I think 
that a road or sti~t t1mt is important enoug·h to put a gravel 
llase on is impo1~tant enough to surface. And we have fol-
lowed that procedure all the way throug·h in the City of Alex-
andria. 
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Q. ·what about the street cleaning t Do yon consider that 
essentialt 
A. Yes, I do; especially in the thickly populated areas, and 
in business sections I think that it is very essential. 
Q. Do you propose to extend that type of serv-
page 305 } ice to appropriate areas-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -in the area to be annexed t 
A .. Yes, ·sir: --we have mechanized sweepers that we intend 
to r~ into ihe area, into important sections of the area. 
Q. ·w11at about snow removal Y 
A. ,v ell, snow removal is a mnst. "\Ve try to remove snow 
first-this is my policy, my personal policy, altliongh I do, 
not know whether the people who-are going to work with me 
agree with that or not, but I have always thought it goocl 
policy to open up tlle bus routes first so that people can get 
some means of transportation to their work or schools, or 
wherever they want to go. Then we follow that up into the 
business district and remove tl1e snow entirelv. We remove--
the snow entirely from any narrow streets wliere you cmmot 
pass it if it is piled on the sides. 
It is an uncertain thing. You never know when it is going~ 
to snow. "\Ve put certain contingencies in our bndg·et to take· 
care of it, and hope it does not snow. 
But it does. And we have ample snow removal equipment 
to take care of it when it does snow. I do not know how many 
plows we have, but I know it is ample. 
Q. Does the City ha-ve a building coder 
A. Yes, sir. 
· Q. Do you consider tbat an important adjunct 
pag·e 306 ~ to a well-administered Gityf 
A. I certainly do. I tliink tllat to start with 
yon can check your zoning violations with tlle building code .. 
You inspect foundations. Your structures whicI1 are being 
built which, in some cases is a protection to the person wT1c, is-
going· to own tl1e building ,vho might not be experienced, and 
it would be possible for him to be dealing with unscrupulous 
people wI10 could build llim a faulty structure if the city did 
not furnish him with that service. We have trained men in 
our department who visit these structures or the buildings: 
practica.Uy daily. 
Q. The County bas no building inspection. Do· you con-
sider that this area-
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Mr. l\foCandlish: Now, just a minute. You say the County 
has no building inspection-
Mr. Edwards: They haven't. 
l\fr. i\foCandlish: Ask the questions of Mr. Ancell, the wit-
ness. He is testifying. 
By :Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Do you know whether the County has any building in-
spection? 
A. No, 1 do not know. 
Q. w· ell, do you consider that this area-and we will later 
show that they haven't any building inspection-
page 307 } do you c01Jsider that the buildings in this area 
should have the benefit of that type of inspection 
service? 
A. I certainly do. I think ·any building under construction 
should have such a service. 
Q. Do you propose to extend that service to the annexa-
tion area? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Does tl1e City have a plumbing inspection service! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you consider that essential to a city area where a 
sciza ble construction work is taking place t 
A. I consider that essential any place where a house is 
built that is going to have running water and sewer in the 
house, because most of that work is covered up. It is not-
seen by the person who lives iu the house. 
Q. Do we have a Plumbing Code? 
A. ,,re do. 
Q. Do we have plumbing inspectors in Alexandria T 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you propose to extend tba t service to the proposed 
annexation area.! 
A. vVe, do; yes, sir. 
Q. ,vhat about electrical inspectors 1 Do we bave-
A. ,v c have electrical inspection. 
Q. Do you have a code-
page 308 ~ A. That is correct, and I do not know but that 
your insurance rate would be affected materially 
if we did not have your house inspected and wired according· 
to the Code. Because the faulty wiring is probably one of 
the greatest causes of fire that we know. 
Q. Does the City of Alexandria make any provision for the 
control of smoke¥ 
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A. Yes, sir. ,v e have a smoke engineer, who has studied 
the subject. I personally, am not qualified to say what are 
the requirements of a smoke engineer, but his endorsements 
seem to be satisfactory. 
Q. Do you have a smoke ordinance 7 
A. Yes, sir, we do. He inspects all installations of fuel-
burning equipment, to see that it is taken care of and will 
not create any more smoke than possible, because enough 
i:imoke in the citv would make it almost unbearable. 
Q. Do you render any such inspection services for weights 
and measures? 
A. Yes, sir, we do. 
Q. Do you consider that an esseilti.al service? 
A. That is a protection to the purchaser of materials that 
are bought across the $Cales or through pumps. It is a pro-
tection for the purchaser, our citizens, who might want to 
purchase. "\Ve check scales and measuring devices to see if 
· they ~re accurate. If they are not accurate, we seal them. 
And in some cases we could prosecute. I don't 
pag·e 309 ~ know that we have. I am not sure of that, but 
it is possible. 
Q. Have you prepared a map showing street lights in and 
out of the City in existence and those needed 1 
.A.. Yes, sir. 
!fr. Edwards: I will offer that map as Exhibit City No. 18. 
• • >I) .. • 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit City No. 18") 
By l\fr. Edwards : 
Q. First let me ask yon, do you consider lighting an im-
portant factor in the administration of an urban area? 
A. "\Ye certainly do, sir. I can show you our belief in it 
by the lig-bts that we have on the map. Our citizens are verv 
particular that the areas are lighted. On this map the red 
dots indicate the existing- lig·hts in the area of Alexandria and 
also the existing lig·bts in the area proposed to be annexed .. 
The gTeen dots are the lights we propose to supply to tlie 
a.nnexed area, which is approximately 190 new lights. 
Q. Do you think those lights are needed in the area? 
A. Yes, we think they are needed in the area. 
Q. A survey has been made and you have determined that t 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Who installs the lines t 
\ 
r ,_.. 
reounty ·uf l'airfax ""· ·C1ty of .Ale:xanchia 
Willfom, Gity Ancell. 
-...i\. The power compnn·y installs the lines. They install fhe 
:street lights and we pay the expense of the ligl1t. 
Q. Do you p1·op-0se to do that for this area: 
}Jage 310 '} A. vVe do, yes. . 
Q. I notice up in Parkfairfax-we rode through 
there with the Court the ·other day-that there ar.e no lights. 
Whv is that? 
A. They didn't want lights. They l1ave _ lights on their 
builq.ings which they consider ill1:1minate suffici~ntly,. and they 
··do a -good jo~, I suppose, but that -is ·a. peculiarity of that 
particular holding· company that owns ~arkfairfa_x.. They 
Jiave lights on ·each one of the building·s that illuminate the 
street In. front, and there are no street lights "in that area 
because they did ·not want them. 
·Q. Have you ·had any complaints from anybody that lives 
in that area because they ·are not lighted t 
A. I ha.ven 't had any since I have been ·in .Alexandria. I 
·<lon 't know that there have been none. 
Q. Have you prepared an·exbibit aesigned to show ·the 'ten-
tative budget for the :City of Alexandria and the area pr~ 
'posed to be 'annexed for 19'?51, 1952, ·and 1953.f 
A. I have. 
Q. Does that exhibit contain a statement of the receipts and. 
'<expenditures? 
A. It does. 
l\fr. Edwards: \Ve offer it as Exhibit City 19. 
(The doc~me_nt so identified was ·received 'in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit City No. 19'') 
pag·e 311 } By l\~r. Edwards: . . 
Q. Will you turn to tl1e fhst page of Exhibit 
City 19 and begin an explanation of the estimated revenues l 
A. Well, it shows in tbe :first column the City of Alexan-
dria's budget of reve1mes o·f 1950. 
'Q. Is that based upon present assessments and a $2.75 tax 
'fate 'for Alexandria.? 
A. :rrhe whole budget is based on a $2·.75 tax rate, yes, sir. 
Q. Is tl1at true of the annexed atea T 
A. 'That is correct. We raised the assessment on real 
estate anticipated five million dollars over and above the as-
sessment for 1950. 
Q. Was that a raising in assessments or is that putting on 
the books new property that will be completed by 19517 
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A. That is new property. That is not raising old assess-
ments. 
Q. Does this exhibit raise anY'vhere the ratio of assess-
ments as now employed in the County or in the City! 
A. No, sir. 
pag-e 312 f: Q. The real estate increase represents new 
· property that will be available for taxation,. then,. 
as of January 1, '51? 
A. That is correet. We followed that procedure in 1952 
and 1953~ raising it $5 million each year.. We consider that 
building will progress to that extent. 
Q·. AU right, sir. Now, as to the personal property, have-
you used the figures that have been agreed upon beret 
A. Yes, sir, and in the City I have used the fig"llres that 
were collected this year. We anticipated $625,000 in 1950. 
We collected $725,000 or approximately that. 
,Judge Brown: Did you have a different rate on your· real 
estate from that on personal property f 
The ·witness: Yes,, sir;. $3 011 personal property and $2 .. 75 
on 1·eal estate. 
By ~Ir. Edwards : 
Q. And the county rate on personal property is $3.19 
countywise and that would be reduced to $31 
A .. That is right. 
Q. Now the other items, delinquent items, penalty items~ 
interest on delinquent taxes-are those normal delinquencies 
and penalties f 
Judge McCarthy: Mr. Edwards, we did not qnite nnder-
<1e1·stand that previous question. You say it is now $3 . .19 and 
it will be reduced to $31 
.-·· page 313 } Mr. Edwards: Yes, sir.. It will be nineteen 
cents difference. 
Judge McCarthy: They have a different real estate rater 
Mr, Edwards: They have a real estate rate of $2.75 a 
hundred and a personal property rate of $3 a hw1dred, while 
the County has the same rate for both personal property and 
real estate .. 
Judge McCarthy: What is the personal property rate! 
Mr. Edwards: $3.19, with an adclitioual rate in too Sani-
tary District if that has been imposed. If it has been imposed, 
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it would be $3.39 real estate tax and personal property tax 
rate in the County as compared with $2.75 in the City and 
$3 personal property in the City. 
I was trying to save by asking him, on these delinquent 
items, if they simply represent the usual delinquencies and 
penalties ns they come in year by year. . 
The ,vitness: We estimate for budg·et purposes 100 per 
cent collection on real estate, because we show nothing in 
revemws for collection of delinquent or pri01· years' taxes, 
and we lrnvo fouild that they just ubout balance. ·we collect 
92 or 93 per cent of our real estate taxes, and that 8 per cent 
difference is usually made up by the delinquent or prior years' 
collections so that we do not show that. We just 
page 314 ~ consider we collect 100 pe1• cent. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. So, for shnpliflcation in presentation of this exhibit, do 
I understand that your experience indicates that the actnal 
current collections, when added to delinquents that nre col-
lected during· the current year, the two tog·cthcr, approxi-
mately aggregate what your assessment would be? 
A. Tlmt is co1·rect, yes, sir. 
Now, the d~linquent personal property, we lmd $50,000, as 
you see in the first column for 1950, but we collected $85,000. 
None of that is in the annexation area, and we cut tllat back 
to $75,000 h1 1952 and 1953 because we have put on consider-
able effort to collect those taxes and thel'e might not be tlrnk 
many delinquents in years to come. We hope not. 
The penalties and interest as you see would be on the cle--
linquent renl estate. 
The Cigarette Tax is a new item with us. It has been on 
only sin~c ,July 1 but it indicates that $150,000 for next year 
is vcrv conservative fM that item. 
Q. That works out something around $2 per capita 1 
A. It is working out more than $2 per capita for us at the 
pl'esent time. For instnnce, we have had it on since ,July lst-
J uly, August, September and up until now-and we have col-
lected about $64,000. 
Q. V{hat is the size of the tax! 
page 315 } A. Two cents a pack. 
Q. And it amounts to that much? 
A. Yes, sir. It surptised us, and it is not decreasing. It 
is increasing. 
Q. The State Capitation aud the City Capitation Tax are 
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just what they say. I do not want to take too much of the 
Court's time on these inconsequential items. 
A. That is exactly rig·ht. 
Dog tax, of course, is for the licensing of dogs. 
The General Business License-
Q. How as that estimated for the annexed area, for in-
stance? 
A. ,Yell, we took the stores they bad and the size and com-
pared them as nearly as we could to what they would pay if 
thev were in Alexandria bv the volume of business that they 
we1:e doing. · · 
Q. Were those studies made in collaboration with the Com-
missioner of Revenue? 
A. Yes, sir. That is about the only way we could do it. 
The "Auto License" as you know, is the automobile tags 
tlrn t we sell to car owners. 
"Rentals" would be miscellaneous city-ovmed property 
that we collect rent from. 
The building permits are based on construction, of course. 
Vv e fell down on that in 1950, so we are putting 
page 316 ~ it at about what we collected in '50 for '51. 
Street Opening·s is in case the Gas Company or 
W a tcr Company or Telephone Company or anyone, plumbers, 
might want to open a street. ,ve give them a permit to open 
, a street and we repair the street and that is the revenue de-
rived from that source. vVe were a little too ambitious on 
that, too, and did not collect what we thought we could col-
lect, so we have set it now at what we know we will collect. 
The Sewer Service is tappage fees that we charge for con-
nections to the sewer and that runs fairly uniformly each 
year. 
On plumbing permits we used our last year's experience on 
that. That indicates the number of connections that are 
made, of course, and the same thing applies to the electrical 
permits. 
Court Fines and Costs are what they say, and we get the 
Clerk's fees also in that, from the Corporation Court. 
Scavenger Service is a charge we make for collecting from 
a few can toilets that we have, some that it is impossible· to 
build a sewer to, some where the people have not been finan-
cially able to make their connections. vVe are helping them. 
We have corrected about 100 of those this year. vVe hope to 
have them all corrected before 1951 is over. 
Q. Does tlmt leave about 100 in the city! 
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A. I think it is les-s than a hundred at the mo-
})ag·p ·317 } ment. 
On the ABC we calculated that on $3.50 per 
-capita all tl1e way through. 
1\fr. 1\foCm1dlish: You missed one, l\lr. Ancell, the swim-
ming pool. 
·The Witness: Our experience there was $6,000 but we 
a re building a colored swimming pool in the spring of 1951. 
That is in the budget. 
Q. ·wm that give equalization of facilities so far as those 
facilities are concerned? 
A.. Yes, sir. The white swimming pool will be considerably 
older than tl1e colored pool. We think it will enhance the 
1·evenues to that extent. 
The AB-C, as I said, we calculated on $3.5() per capita. 
Q. Does that include whatever small amount might oome 
from wine? 
A. Yes, sir. 
The State Highway Maintenance Fund is based on mileage. 
\Ye get $4,000 per mile fo.r the primary highways per year .. 
'\Ve get $300 a mile for the secondary highways per year. 
The Gasoline Tax Refund is the gas tax that we pay to the 
State and then it is refunded to us. 
Federal, State and Welfare Reimbursements are based on 
the calculations of the case load and the State's approval of 
the budget. This is rather involved as to per-
Jmge 318 ~ centages, and I would rather not try to get into 
that, but these figures are furnished me by the 
Superintendent of Public vVelfare, who knows how they ar-
1·ive at that. 
We have done two things with our parking meters. They 
were one penny for 12 minutes and one nickel for 60 minutes. 
We have changed them all now to straight nickels with the 
exception of some which are nickel and two nickels. A nickel 
idves you 60 minutes and two nickels give you 120 minutes. 
That is out in the outlying area. 
w· e have increased the number tha.t we have, I think, by 
possibly 100, so we will get an increase on that, and that 
increase is indicating at the moment that we will get $60,000 
all right. 
Q. This item indicates that no provision is being made for 
meters in the annexation territory. Is that correct? 
A. No, we have 110 meters anywhere except in the business 
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districts and then just a block or two away from them for Hie-
benefit of shoppers. We do m;,t put meters ordinarily, in any 
residential section, unless they are right irt or next to the· 
business district. 
Q. All rigbf, ,sir. 
A. The Federal Housing project is money in iett of taxes: 
and that runs. fairly uniform. 
Sergeant and Jail Fees-we lla¥e had an inctea.se over 1950:. 
The records indicate $75,000 will be abotrl right. 
The $500 was put in for the annexed area bc-
pag·e 319 ~ cause· we thought there woulcl be some little in-· 
crease in our jail ttcthrity. I do not know that, of' 
course. 
Mr. :McCandlisI1: Very small. . 
'l~11e Witness: We are trying to be· complimentary. 
"Miscellaneous Receipts," tliat involves about 20 different 
items, which are small but they total up fo about $10,.000. In 
fact, I believe we will collect over terr in 1950. _But it is ru 
thing- that t.llcr.o is no way to anticivate very weU, ereept by 
past experience. 
"Bank Stock Tax," that is $13,000 indicated this· year and 
there is no reason to think that we will not collect it next vcar .. 
"Smoke Inspector Permits;'' that does not a:momrt to) 
much .. We will collect about that this year .. 
By l\fr. Edwards:-
Q. That does not mean there will nofbe permits-in the· area;. 
tboug·h, does it f 
A. No, it does not. But I can't anticipate what thete willi 
be in the area us far as t.I1at is concerned .. 
The interest earned wotild be the intei-est on maybe any 
bond funds that we have in federal secnrities. 
'Rental of the· .Community Hall,,, that is an outside activ-
ity where we rent the recreation hnll nt times to certain pri-
"tr.ate organizations- who wish to ha:va a: banquet 01· anything of' 
that sort. 
£-'Real Estate Transfers ' 1• That spealts :for- it-
page 320 f self. 
Q. W c will let tI1ose ot11er small items speak 
for themselves. I do not think vou need elaborate oil them. 
Now will you turn ov.er to page 3 of the exhibit and ex-
plain it.. -· -
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Mr. McCandlish: Excuse me just a minute. Right thore, 
Mr. Edwards, could you get him to explain why there are no 
real estate transfers in the area 7 Mavbe I do not understand 
what real estate transfers are. · 
By :Mr. Edwards : 
Q. All right sir. 
A. ,v en, real estate transfers1 we-----frankly, I am not too 
sure what it is myselft Mr. McCandlish. 
Mr. McCandlish: Well, g·enerally we pay the clerk a dollar 
when we put a deed on record, so that we have a receipt show-
ing that it is transfetred. 
The Witness: Maybe that is it. I do not know. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Would you check that eluting the recess and see what 
that is t 
A. All right, sir. 
Item 1, '' City Council.'' Tliat involves the salary-or.;· 
rather, traveling expenses, advertising and things of that sort, 
which-
Q. You expect no increai::e in the item undet 
page 321 ~ general g·overnment, because of annexation, is that 
right! 
A. No, sir. 
Q. All rightt sir, move on down to the next 
page 322 ~ category; nuance. 
A. The City's part in the Treasurer's office is 
one-third, as you know.. V{ e anticipate another clerl{ if we 
annex. 
Q. And the seven hundred dollars i-epresents the third that 
is to be paid by the City of Alexandria 1 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And the remainder is paid by the state T 
A. That is right. For the Commissioner of the Revenue 
it is just the reverse; the City pnys two-thirds. There will be 
an extra cletk for him. For the City Collector there will be 
an extra clerlra For the License Inspector there will be noth-
ing, 
Q. Can the present inspector take care of this area? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that satne thing true about the City A11ditor '? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. That department is equipped to take care of the new 
accounting that will be necessary? 
A. That is right, but we intend to set up a new Department 
of Finance that will be set up sufficiently to handle the area. 
There are eleven thousand people. You can figure the popu-
lation in that more than anything else. 
Q. The next item is debt service. 
A. That is correct. 
page 323 ~ Q. Is that item with the exception of present 
debt service reflected on page 7 of the exhibit un-
der the plan of financing·? 
A. That is right. 
Q. And the calculations which result in those figures across 
the chart are based upon the planned finance planning on 
page 71 
A. That is right. 
Q. ,v en, now do I understand that this item for 1951 of 
$569,378 represents the '51 payments of principal and inter-
est on the present debt service of Alexandria 1 
A. That is right. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. And the $16,000 for the annexed area. The Real Estate 
Tax Assessor, we are equipped to handle this area normally, 
I think, but there will be some transfer of records and extra 
work on our books and cards.~ for which I just arbitrarily set 
$5,000 as being the expense. I do not know what it will cost. 
Q. Do you have your :figures before you as to how the $16,-
063 for this first year debt service is determined for the an-
nexed area f ~ 
A. Do you mean my work sheets? No. I do not. 
-.. Q. Very well, let's move down to the ite mof law, judiciary. 
A. The Commonwealth attorney-by popula-
pag·e 324 ~ tion we included three hundred dollars extra of 
which the State pays l1alf and the City half, or 
rather a total of $5,300 would be one-half of the expense of his 
office, including· the salary. 
The City attorney's office is set up for the City and twelve 
hundred dollars I considered inay be for outside legal ser-
ices that he might need in connection with this area. That 
might be spent; it might not be spent. That is up to tile City 
attorney. 
The Coroner's office, I see no reason to increase that. 
Civil and Police Court, we are amply staffed there to handle 
the area. The same applies to the Juvenile and Dome·stic 
Relations Court. The other courts are the same, with the 
,•:··a:::ii'.",;J.i'·f.".'(//]_:_:·;:_.,·;:=r,rrr;···, 
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City Sergeant. "\Ve think possibly there will be one extra 
deputy added to that, of which the State pays part. 
On page 4, we have the Fire Department. 
Q. Now you have already told us about the number of :fire-
men in the present city. How many are you proopsing for 
the new .area¥ 
A. I show it in 1952 as being nine extra men. 
Q. ·why not in 1951? 
A. Because we will have no house built bv that time. 
Q. In other words, it will take the first 
0
yea1· to get your 
house builU 
})age 325} A. That is correct, yes. 
Q. And you are providing how many men for 
that? 
A. Nine €xh'a men for that area, and we hope, of course, 
to get some volunteers. 
Q. Do you consider that that fire engine house is needed 
for this annexed territory f 
A. Yes, sir., I think so, because we don't have the long run 
that you would have from the City in om· present city. We 
think the people out there are entitled to the same kind of 
protection. I think the insurance companies would recog·nize 
that feature in their rate-making studies. 
Q. Is your present Fire Prevention Bureau set up and 
staffed sufficiently to extend that service to the area without 
.additional cost f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is th€ same thing true about the rescue squad f" 
Q. How many new police officers are you proposing for the 
area? 
A. vVe propose nine; that is for twenty-four hours. I pro-
pose to use one cruiser with two men, and one cruiser with 
one man all of the time, and then they will be under a sergeant 
who will be in the area and out of the area both. In anv area 
down next to the City under the radio, any car that is ~called 
will answer complaints in the area. But there 
:page 326 } will be two cars in the area at all times. 
Q. What effect, if any, will the presence of the 
new police station in the area have on the police service! 
A. Well, I think it would give a better service to the pub-
lic. For instance, if we arrested a man for speeding, we 
wouldn't have to take him all the way down to our present 
headquarters to book him. We could do it in that area out 
there. I think that is one of the chief benefits, and then we 
would have men stationed in that area which is, of course, 
:.· 
'• • .. 
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closer than we are downtown. Those are some of the ben~ 
fib. 
Q. ·would the presence of the Shirley Highway now make1 
any difference as to the police setvice tequired t 
A. Well, any highway makes a difference as to the police-
required, yes, sir. "\Ve have some of the Shirley Highway in 
the City of Alexandria at the present time. 
Q. ,vm your ptovision of these new officers give around-
the-clock prow 1 service in the a1·ea 1 
A. yes~ sit'. 
Q. Do you consider tI1at essential 1 
A. Oh, I do, yes., sir, I certainly do. \Ve render it in our 
City now, and I see no reason why there should be any differ-
ence in this section. 
Q. All right, sir, do yon think yotti- present Traffic Depart-
ment is sufficiently staffed and equipped to take- cnre of the-
annexed area without additional personnel f 
page 327} A. Yes, sir, I am sure of that. 
Q. Explain the it~m that is assigned to the-
Health Department .. 
A. I think onr Health Department at Hie moment is stnffed 
sufficiently to take care of this area, btrt there might be some· 
nurse service needed in there, and1 th~ref ore, I inclndecl one-
more nurse in the area. Of course, all of the nnrses that work 
in ttnd out of the· area, those who do travel out, will be n-vail-
ahle, but it will add one to the staff, if she is needed there,. 
and s,he probably will be .. 
Q. There in the· Welfare or Assistance Program, I notice· 
yon have an item of $5.,000. Hotv did you determine that 
amountf 
A. We determined that amottnf. from n report of the Super-
intendent of vVelfarc in Fairfax County, wnete she states the 
total families and children a.re only 12 cases in the tttt!Etr 
Q. You said cases and childrcm. In this case are yon add-
ing the two together T How many cases do you actualiy have?' 
A. Twelve. Six: get financial assistance, hospitalizcction-1 ; 
child welfare f oste:r 'cal'e-5; which make a total of 12 ttnd 
their expenditures are $215 a month. But my superintend-
ent tells me that our nssistance to these people iS' larger than 
if- is in Fairfa:k so they will nave to get the same assistance 
our people in the City get. 
Q. Do I nndetsfand that based 011 the report from the Di-
rector of Public Welfare, Fairfax Conntv, thnt 
page 328 ~ this item of $5,000 will meet the assistance needs, 
in the ai·ea proposed to, be· annexed t 
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Q. You have previously indicated to the Court something 
of the recreational program in the City and areas in the tr-
ri tory that you think require some special attention. Then 
is the necessary personnel reflected in this $8,000 item 1 
A. Yes, sir. There will be two full-time workers in that, 
and then there will be some small equipment that is probably 
needed-play equipment that we propose to buy. And that 
is in addition to an item over in Capital and Improvements 
of $10,000, with which we might purchase some land and some 
equipment. 
Q. What is this item "District Home"? .... 
A. That is a district home that we participate in with Fair-
fax Countv and Manassas and several other counties-I have 
forgotten how many, maybe six-in maintaining of it and that 
. is our part of it. It is located at :Manassas for indigent peo-
ple. 
Q. What does the library item include! , 
A. That includes an extra emplovee and some books. \Ve 
have a number of books at the pi·esent time. Our facilities-
I understand the area is being serviced with a Bookmobile. I 
do not know how satisfactory that is. I have used that in 
other cities, and it has been patronized well, be-
pag·e 329 ~ cause to a person who does not have an automo-
bile and is a long way from the library, they sel-
dom get to the library. I am inclined to think that that is 
going to be a service that is going to even expand in the 
cities or else branch libraries. 
I am not a library specialist, but it occurs to me that trans-
portation and parking facilities being what they are, that 
would be a proper way to render that service. 
Q. Is any branch contemplated in the area f 
A. Not at the moment. I think your library facilities will 
develop as the patronage increai;;es. You don't use the set-up 
unless there is some rich man who wants to give you a library 
or a building· paid for and says., '' Here it is.'' I think you 
start out with Bookmobiles and lending- libraries, and you 
work up the business for a library. 
Of course not all library people agree with my thinking 
on tlrnt, but I think it is. a thing that the taxpayers pay for 
and they should get their money's worth out of it. 
Q. No additional personnel is indicated for the Director's 
office, for public works. ,vhy is that 1 
A. Because I think he is amply staffed now. He might not 
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natc engineers this year and put them in that department. He 
has a total of 17 in there. 
Q. I think he stated on the stand that his office was equipped 
to take care of the job. What about the sewer 
pag·e 330 ~ i tern? 
A. Y.l ell, that $35,000 is our maintenance on 
sewers and the $5,000 that we lm,1e in here could be some con-
nections. It is verv hard for me to estimate an exact amount 
of that because I j~st do not know. 
Q. All right, sir. Take the other items. 
A. Street Department. We-I think there are approxi-
mately 25 miles in the area, and that broken down percentag·e-
wise would be-well, $1,000 a mile. Some of those roads 
mig-ht require $1,500 a mile and some might require $500. But 
l think that is a fair estimate. 
But our type of maintenance is shown in Alexandria. I 
do not hesitate to say that Alexandria has the best streets of 
any city that I know of in the State of Virginia. And they 
are kept that way. And we propose to render the same type 
.of maintenance in the annexed area if we g·et it. 
Q. All right, sir. The next item. 
A. Garbage and Refuse $25,000 added for the annexed area. 
With what we already have, we do not have to have any ad-
ditional supervision or other things of that nature. 
Q. Does that includ~ equipment? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ~ow much equipment do you tbink is necessary to serve 
these folks in the f asbion you proprn~e Y 
A. vVe have just bought two new 12-cubic yard 
page 331 ~ load packers, le~s than two months ago. I pro-
pose to put one of them in there. And I think that 
we have enough equipment to handle it without any addi-
tional equipment. That is my opinion. If necessary, of 
course, we will get it. But $25,000 will amply take care of the 
trash and garbage in that area. 
Q. Have you made any estimate. of what load packers it 
will require there? Is it one, two, four. one and a half, or-
A. I think it will take about one and a half load packers 
in there a week. Since we have created a dump in the north 
side of the city, we have managed to save considerable on the 
hauling, and therefore that is why I say I think we could 
release equipment for this area without having to buy new 
equipment. I hope that is the case. 
The Construction Department is based on recommendations 
of the Engineering Department o,f what they want to do re-
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:ga rdmg streets and certain sewers. There is $20,000 in the 
:annexed area to go for certain storm drains and culverts_ and 
:street widenings and any necesRary work whfoh would be 
classed over and above normal maintenance.. 
Street Cleaning is based on what we consider our cost to 
sweep the thickly-populated areas, like .Shirley-Duke, and 
clean the others. I don't think you need mechanical sweepers 
.anywhere except at your curbs and gutters. I think that is 
ample to take care of that, according to what we 
page 332 } spend in the City of Alexandria. . 
Buildings and Grounds is set up there for the 
City at $24,270.. Right much of that is some improvements 
we intend to make in the City Hall and in the shop. vVe do 
uot anticipate any expense in the annexed territory for that 
purpose. 
The Shop at $73,000 is adequately staffed to take care of 
m1y additional equipment that we might have to get to take 
-ca re of this area. 
Q. Wba t is this '' l\Iiscellaneous'' item l 
A. That is something· that we like awfully well to have in 
the budget. The Council usually asks that same· question. 
It is in case we did not figure enough money up above.. · That 
is what that item is, sir. 
Q. It is sort of a little cushion, in order words f . 
A. That is correct, yes, sir. 
Q. 0. K., sir. 
A. The Department of Education-. 
Q. How as the first column for the City determined? 
A. The Superintendent of Education does not present his 
budget to me until November.~ so I was without the advantage 
of his budget. I simply took our last year's maintenance and 
operation on the City's part, and increased it :fifteen per cent 
for the City. 
Q. Is that the $1,251,0001 
A. That is correct; yes, sir. 
page 333 } Q. How is the figure for the annexed area de-
termined! 
A. That is based on his statement, as I understood it, of 
approximately $1,000 at $170 and $20,000 for transportation. 
Q. You are testifying from page 5 of the exhibit nowY 
A. That is correct, yes, sir. 
Q. Maybe the Court would like to know this: Mr. Williams, 
the School Superintendent, testified about the number of 
pupils being approximately 1,000. Does tl1is item of $120,000 
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reflect the, gross cost or does it reflect the net cost after tak-
ing away the State subsidy? 
A. The State subsidy is not inclu(led in this .. 
Q .. ·what is the State subsidy 1 I don't mean in total, I 
mean per pupils! 
A. I think it is around $40.. I can be wrong .. 
Q. It is $46. 
A. It is not enough; I am snre of that. 
Q. Is there anything other than the $200 per child reflected 
in thia ~Q,000 t 
A. The- ·-tra~sportation. 
Q. What is the amount of that 9l 
A. I said $20,000 in there .. 
Q. All right, sir. The next one. 
A. The Planning Commission. That is our present staff 
that we intend to maintain in the City of Alexandria. 
As to the $5.1000, we expect to do ext()mdve-
page 334 ~ planning in there, and will possibly have to him 
some outside help. 
Q. Do you consider that a nccer.;;sary item., Mr. Ancell! 
A. I certainlv do. 
Q. · The $5,000 for the annexed territory, I mean! 
A. Yes, ~r, because we will probably have to engage some· 
consultant to assist us in that. We might have to make cer-
tain aerial photographs for the use of our Planning Commis-
sion.. I think it is very important that that be there·. 
Q. Win tJiat item cover the type of planning that :M:r. Wat-
kins said the area needed when he was on the witness stand? 
A. That is rig·ht and I think it should be planned on the 
style of Alexandria's planning, becnn~e if it is annexed it wilP 
be all one city and should be plauned with the same idea and 
along the same general plan .. 
Q. Do you think it is necessary that tllat item of' $5,000 
be carried on into '52 and '53 f 
A. Yes, sir, I do. I do not know how much longer, but I 
certainly think the new area shouid be given considerable 
study and it will take considerable expense to bring it up to 
ours, and we propose to do certain planning in the Citv of 
Alexandria along with it, and not to use that money, neces-
sarily, but for the purpose of the general plan. 
page 335 ~ Judge McCarthy : The Planning Commission 
is a perdiem body f 
The Witness: They are not salaried .. 
Judge McCarthy:. No salaryt· , 
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The Witness : No. 
Judg·e McCarthy: This is for expensese of that body¥ 
The Witness: No. "\¥hich column do vou ref er to '1 
Judge McCarthy : The $12,250. "' 
The ,vitness: That is for the staff. ·we have a Planning 
Director, a Secretary of the Planning Commission, and an 
engineer-draftsman in the Director's Office. 
Judge McCarthy: Is a large part of the work for the Plan-
ning Commission done by the Engineering Department of the 
City? 
The Witness: No. We have a separate Director, Mr. Hall, 
that you heard here. He is the Director of Planning·. 
Judge Brown: Is that included in this $12,2501 
The ·witness: Yes. He gets $6,000 a year; the Secretary 
gets $600 a year. It is a part-tinw secretary to the Planning 
Commission. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. The Court seems to be interested in that point. ·what 
personnel does the Planning Department have now¥ 
A. They have a Director. 
Q. That is Mr. Hall 1 
page 336 ~ A. Mr. Hall. They have an engineer-drafts-
man who works in Mr. Hall's office. Then they 
have a secretary to the Planning Commission, a part-time 
person, at $50 a month. 
Q. And does that represent the total personnel in the De-
partmentT 
A. Mr. Hall proposes to put another draftsman in this par-
ticular budget, and it is calculated at such. 
Q. No part of this $12,250 nor the $5,000 goes to the mem-
bers of the Planning· Commission¥ · 
A. No, sir, they serve without pay. The only pay that 
they get or can claim is for travel expenses if necessary and 
that sort of thing. 
Q. Then the $15,000 that are added to the Department over 
the three-year period because of the annexed territory covers 
additional personnel, and did you say consultants that may 
be brought into the planning- 1 
A. That is correct. It might be uecessarv that we make 
aerials maps of the area. It might he an economical way to 
do it. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. Building inspectors' office: I included one extra em-
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ployee, and transportation. The same applies to the plumb-
ing inspector; the same applies to the electrical inspector. 
"Smoke Control," will be no additional ex-
page 337 ~ pense; neither will ,v eights and ::Measures. 
''Street Lighting·" will be based on the monthly 
cost per light. 
Q. Does that represent the cost for the green lights that 
appear on the street light exhibiU 
A. That is rig·ht, yes., sir. 
Q. ,vhat is this "Contingent Fund" l 
A. The '' Contingent Fund'' is derived after you complete 
your budget and have added up your revenues or anticipated 
revenues and added up your proposed expenditures, and if 
there is a difference, I put it in as a contingent fund. You 
can call it surplus, but I prefer to call it the contingent fund. 
Q. It is one and the same thing? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. It is the excess of revenues over expe1iditures? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you reflect it as a contingent fund, and at the end 
of your added columns vou have a balance? 
A. That is rig-ht. I ~sually reserve that for the Council's 
appropriations if they see fit. No one else can spend that 
money. 
Q. That is the kind of thing like this '':Miscellaneous'' item 
over here? 
A. That is up to the Council. I never let any-
page 338 ~ body else use that money except under a special 
authorization from the City Council. 
Q. That· is the contingent fund? 
A. That is right. 
Q. The '' Miscellaneous Fund'' coin es under the expendi-
ture of the Administrator¥ 
A. Yes, sir. "\Ve handle that ourselves. 
Q. Let's go across the colume there. I notice in 1952 that 
item is growing. 
A. ·well, you will find that that is the difference between 
the revenue and expenditures in thoRe years. 
Q. "'\Vould that be brought about by the new buildings that 
would be put on the tax rolls? 
A. That is how we calculated it; yes, sir. 
Q. All right. 
A. The same thing applies to 1953. 
The fire insurance is an estimate, of course. We pay about 
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$3,600 now. That is on tho schools and other buildings that 
,ve might have. 
Public Liability is based on the mode of equipment that 
you use. 
Compensation Insurance is based on your pay roll. . 
Contributions to Charities-we give now $3,300 to several 
organizations and would not increase that by virtue of an-
nexation. 
page 339 } Registrar's Office and Election is staffed by 
two people, and I added $500 because I felt that 
there might be additional e;pense as to registrations and 
tliiugs of that nature, and there might be elections to be held 
l1y precincts out in this area. I do not know. 
We give the Chamber of Commerce $2,500 a year. That is 
the Council's work. I ca11not explain that. 
Pag·e 6-
Q. Just one minute. The purchasing department is on the 
bottom of page 5. . 
A. The purchasing department is not now set up. Uncler 
our new Charter we set up a Purchasing Department: and it 
will be set up January 1. 
Q. Is that required by your new charter? 
A. I think it is, but it is required by good business any-
way. 
l\fr. Edwards : Might we recess just for a few minutes now.~ 
l1efore we go into the Capital Improvements and the Finances! 
(A brief recess was taken~) 
}Jage 340 } Judge Brown: How much time are you going ~ 
to require with this witness, Mr. Edwards? \; 
Mr. Edwards: I expect to be a half hour or a little more. if 
Judge Brown: I expect we might as well adjourn now. ::1 
I didn't realize it was this late. 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, at the end of M:r. 
Ancell's testimony, we would like to have a recess of about 
a lia1f hour, but we do not want it until the end of his testi-
mony, because we would like to study that. 
Judge Walter: If they can finish the direct in a half hour, 
it would probably be best to proceed. 
Mr. Edwards: Do you want us to go ahead Y 
Judge Brown: Yes. 
Mr. Edwards: Very well. 
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By :M:r. Edwards: 
Q . .At the time of the recess., we had completed~ I believe,. 
page 5 of the exhibit and were commeucing on page 6.. W oul4 
you take up from that poinU 
.A. These are capital improvements on page 6 to be absorbed 
by the budget, that is in current revenues : a new courtroom,. 
$50,000. The City is just in the act of acquiring the olcl George 
Washington Masonic Lodg·e which is built into our present 
building, City Hall, and they propose to create one or two 
' extra courtrooms and a law library in that see-
page 34i J tion, and that is what that item is to take care of. 
The colored swimming pool-we have already 
acquired tbe land for that improvement, and we expect to1 
build that in the spring of 1951. 
The stadium building nnd tennis courts-that is a small 
building that we are building in connection with our recrea-
tion department for the purpose of providing toilet facilities 
and some storage space at City Stadium, not the high school 
stadium. 
The twenty.two fire hydrants are the ones that I showed 
you on the map to be built in the amiexed area,. and recrea-
tion equipment., as I explained, is for additional facilities and 
there is the possibility of some land being purchased with 
that for playground facilities. 
page 342 ~ Now, are yon interested in the note that I have, 
nt the bottom? That is the total of the expendi--
tures there-revenues and expenditures of the budget.. And 
in addition to Ure above contingent funds for 1951 of $112,-
996, tilere will be available an amount of $351,297 as a sur-
plus from the 1950 budget which can be applied to capital im-
provements, or any deficiencies in Hle above bndget. 
Q. AU right, Mr. Ancell, wiU yon explain this anticipated 
surplus from this year's operation f 
A. That came about throug·h collections· oi revenue in ex-
cess of what was anticipated by the 1950 budget, and reduced 
expenditnres in the 1950 budget. 
·Q. Do you get monthly reports on receipts and expemlitnres 
Mr . .Ancelif 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. ·what part of yonr :fiscal year is now IeflY 
A. Nine months, as at September 30. ,i·:>· 
Q. Do yon have on Irnnd, by virtue ~(.;these monthly re-
ports, sufficient information upon which fo p1·ettv accura:te.Jv 
estimate this surplus for the current fiscal year { ., 
A. Yes,: sir, we do. 
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Q. Do you think that figure of $351,000 is closely estimated Y 
A. In fact I think that is a conservative figure. 
Q. Do you think thnt there is a probability of 
pag·e 343 ~ its running· even higher 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now does this surplus for 1950-1951 compare with the 
status of the City's operating budget fot 1949-1950 and 1948-
1949, before you came to Alexandria? 
A. vVe have an accumulated deficit from past years of $152,-
00Q, which will be paid out of the surplus before the $350,000. 
In other words, we anticipate a surplus of over $500,000, out 
of which we will pay those deficits, and that will leave this 
amount. 
Q. Are you the first professional manager that Alexandria 
has had f 
A. No~ sir. I think that they had a l\Ir. Lawrence at one 
time. 
Q. I mean in recent years. 
A. Oh, yes ; yes. 
Q. Will you turn over to page 7? 
A. Page 7 is proposed capital improvements in the City 
of Alexandria, and in the ptopoi-led annexed area. 
In the City of Alexandria we ptopose to build a 200-ton 
incinerator, at ml estimated cost of $550,000. The plan of 
:financing· will be $275,000 in 1951 throug·h short-term borrow-
ings at the banks at 1 % per cent interest. The tot.al financed 
with 30 .. year bonds at 2% per cent interest in 1952~ which.we 
hope will be the completion date. 
page 344 ~ Q. "\Vhy do you use 2~/::! per cent interest rate 1 
A. Well, the bond market for municipals seem~ 
to indicate that that is an avera~e rate. And our bond mar~:in 
would indicate that our credit .._is not questionable witl1 that 
tegard. "\,Ve find that the longer maturity bonds bring a lower 
coupoi.1 rate thnn the shol'tet maturities. ,,Te do some of our financing throug-h the banks until the 
construction--that is, I propose to do that. I do not say that 
they haYe done it-through the banks until the construction 
is completed and then will issue bonds to pay the banks. 
Q. Can you l1orrow the temporary funds from the banks 
for a cent and.:Muartet ! 
A. Yes, sit.;~~ e have botrowecl as much as $800,000 from 
them at 1% pef.~nt. 
Q. Is that a d~il-able type of fh1anci11g· during· construc-
tion! 
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need it. You do not have to tie your money up in a bond 
issue and then let it lay in the banks over a period of time 
and absorb the interest. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. In the proposed annexed area, there is a new fire-engine 
house and police station at an estimated cost of $100,000. 
That will be financed in 1952 by $100,000 in 30-year 
page 345 ~ bonds at 2% per cent interest. 
Q. And the construction during 1951, do I un-
derstand, will be by temporary borrowings? 
A. It might be possible to pay that out of general revenue 
as we go along. It might not be necessary to borrow any 
money. It is to be completed at the end of 1951, and at that 
time we will have the bonds, which will be effective in '52. 
New School: Shirley-Duke or its vicinity, $600,000 esti-
mated cost. 
Q. Is that the building to which Mr. vVilliams addressed 
his attention when he was on the stand? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Bv ''Battle monev" I mean the monev that Governor Battle 
has allocated throug·h the Legislature t~ the different political 
subdivisions amounting to $260,000. 
Q .• Just one minute. Have you taken into account any of 
the Battle money that would be allocated to this annexation 
area 1 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ·whatever would come to the City, then, under the stat-
ute, vwuld be over and above the amounts reflected in this 
statement? 
A. That is correct. ,v e are entitled at the moment as Alex-
andria to $260,000. vVe propose the $260,000 and 
pag·e 346 } the $340,000 would be financed by 30-year bonds, 
finance.d the first year .t11rou~~-. banks at 1 % per 
cent, and the remamder through th1rty-y~ bonds at 2% per 
cent. ·wl 
Q. I~ it Y.O~ll' plan to complete the builcjg this year? 
A. "Yes, su. i~"·'"~ 
Q. ·wm the capital expended exceed the~® per cent of real 
estate assessments? \;..:'.-\ 
A. I think this school will exceed 12 pe'l',. cent. The school 
item is $600,000, and the other item is $387,000 and it would 
be over it that much, and we propose to build a fire engine 
house which would makr it another hundred thousand dollars 
more~ 
--
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. ·Then we propos·e to grade and improve Edsall Road at a 
'$40,000 estimated cost. 
Q. 'Will .you point out Edsall Road and its importance! 
A. This is Edsall Road here wl1ich, of course, we think is a 
·very important highw·ay in the area because it leads into the 
Shirley-Highway from two routes and will lend itself to de-
velopment in that area, and we think that the eondition of it 
now shows that it should be improved, certainly to the extent 
of some shoulder widening, maybe some grading, and a little 
straightening. We estimate $40,000 will take care of that. 
Q. vVhere is Seminary Road, while you are before . that 
mapt 
A. It is here. 'l,hat is a most important thor-
})age 347 } oughfare, h1 our opinion, because the Shirley-
Duke people use it coming· out .of- there to get to 
the Shirley Highway and then it will bring tl1e traffic from 
Shirley Highway into Alexandria. 
We think that is a verv inmortant item. 
This one we mig·ht tol{ch on. It is being improved on now, 
the Leesburg Turnpike. "\Ve propose to recondition this road 
and Edsall Road. The Little River Turnpike, as you know, 
is already completely paved. 
Then grade and improve Seminary Road at $75,000; use 
present bond funds available from bond issue. 
We have considerable bond issue money on deposit for 
streets and for sewers and that is the money we propose to 
use in those two types of construction. 
Q. The item represents the aggregate mat Mr. vVatkins 
testified to as covering the trunk sewer of $209,000 and neces-
sary laterals and extensions in the annexed territory? 
A. Yes, sir, that is the figure that was used there; $209,000 
to build a trunk s~wer, and then one-half of $135,000 and in 
that there is sorrfi payment, I think, contemplated for the 
Rewer that is in t1t£· area. 
Q. All right, sl· ·:. 
A. That is $14< 00 from the preEtent bo~d f~nds of the city 
and $175,000 fo!\11e 30-year bonds startmg m 19n2 at 2% 
l)er cent. As I nii,~tioned before, we already have that money 
in tli~{boud fund in the bank at the moment. 
page 348 } Th~t finishes page 7. 
Pa~e 8 is our plan of financin~ the school pro-
posed to be acquhecl from the County. The Lee-,Tackson pur-
chase, which includes land, building and equipment, is $100~-
. 000. 
,,.: 
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M:r .. Edwards : . If it please the Com•t, I would like to ex-
plain at this point that these two school items rept'esent ag·reeu 
figures between the County and the City with the exception 
of land values, which wet·e apprniscd separately by. their 
represe11tatiV'e and the City tepresentativc, and the diffe~· ... 
ence between the two is $5.,000, ~o we have ag·teed to spht 
that difference $2,500 each, and we did not go to the frouble· 
of rebuilding this e~hibit fat this little difference, because· 
the- agr~ements was reached aft~r the exhibit had been pre-
pared; so ~t ·Will be i11 error to the extent of that deminimis. 
sttm.. . 
Judge McCarthy= It ·will be $2,500 more t 
Mr. Edwa1\ds: Yes, sir. 
!fr. '\Villiams: That is correct. 
page 349 ~ The Witness: '!"he Lincoh1ia School, $139,.394,. 
less bonds to be absorbed by the City of $50,880. 
That is the outstanding bonds on that building·, I am told, and 
that leaves a total of $891014 to be financed through tbirty-
year bonds in 1951. 
By !fr. EcTwards:-
Q. Now Mr. Ancell, as far as you know:, are tbere any bond 
obligations ot deeds of tr'ast on tlle Lee--J ackson ptope11y 1 
A. Not that I know of1 no, ~ir. 
Q .. Now the item of $50!000 which you have been advised 
is on the Lincoh1ia School, do you happen to Imo-w whmber 
that is a two or three per cent obligation r 
A. No, I do not. We tbottg·bt if it Wets a tbtM per' cent ob-
ligation we would tty to pay it off witl1 the 2% per cent bond 
we plan to issue. . 
Q. Do you know whether th~ literaty loan· is there to pay 
this amount offf 
A. Yes; they like to get the mot1~y bacR:. If it is two per 
cent, we will leave it where it is. 
Q. For the purpose of tilis exI1ihit, yon ha"\te just taken a 
midwny fig·ttre between tl1e two f 
A. That is i-ig·ht. '!"he ouh;hmdiug· sel100I bonds of Fafrfax 
County; as of January I, 1951, are! $2,076,203. 
Q. Where did you get tllat fignre? 
A. That is the nef flg·nte I g·ot after tlle City 
page 350 f of F_nlls Cht1rch has paid to the County of Fair-
fttx its pro rata part of tl1.e outstanding- bonds due 
to tbe trnnsitfo1t behvuen tiic town or city and the setmnd 
class, which leaves a net of· $2,,016, nnd I assume that the· 
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County will collect that money. I think under the law they 
are supposed to collect it. 
Q. Did you deduct from the bonded obligations of the 
County the sum that was being claimed by the County in tllC 
·case? 
A. I think I did. It is 280-some thousand dollars, if I re-
call correctly. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. That would be less the Lincolnia bonds which we ab-
sorb up there above., leaving- a total of $2,205,823, which ac-
cording to our figures would be the outstanding debt of the 
County on ,January 1, 1951. ·we assume six per cent by the 
City of Alexandria. 
Q. Why did you assume six per cent¥ 
A. Because that is my understanding of the assessment 
rate. · 
Q. Is that the item, No. 8, which appears on Exhibit City 
15, which is the ratio of assessments in the area f 
A. That is correct, yes, sir. 
Q. ,'\That did you do, just round out the fi.g'llre at six per 
cent? 
A. That is riµ;ht, sir. . 
page 351 ~ Q. And if there is an annexation decree here, 
the exact decimals can he used in that decree 1 
A. That is correct, yes, sir; that is thirty-year bonds at 
2¥2 per cent in 1951. That completes this tentative budget. 
Q. ,vm you get before you, please, the state-
nage 352 ~ ment of the present debt service requirements of 
the City of Alexandria¥ 
A. Yes. sir, I have it. 
Q. ·wm you tell the Court the amount of outstanding bonds 
Alexandria will have as of January 1, 1951, the proposed ef-
fective date of annexation l 
A. $8, 771.,901. 
Q. "\Vill you calculate for the Court, if you please, tl1e gross 
debt marg'in of the City of Alexandria as of 1951 based on 
the 1950 real estate assessments f 
A. ,v en, our real estate asses~ments for 1951 are slightly 
over $76,000,000. \'Ve are using· $76,000,000 to calculate it. 
Our constitutional limit is eig·hteen per cent. Eighteen per 
cent of $76,000,000 is $13,680,000. 
Q. And that will give you a debt margin as of January 1 
1951, of wl1at amount? 
A. $4,908,100. 
Q. Now, will you tell me wl1at your debt margin will be as 
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of January 1, 1952, after aesuming· such obligations as will 
be incurred by the City during· tbe year 1951? 
A. ·well, if we raised the assessment-we assume the as-
sessment will be raised-
Q. Do you mean assessment rah;ed or new properties 
added? 
A. I mean new properties added. 
Q. All right. 
pag-e 353 ~ A. To the extent of $81,000,000, assuming $3,-
200,000 for the annexed area of assessment makes 
$84,200,000 would be our assessment. 
Aud 18 per cent of that would give you $15,156,000. 
Our debt at that time will be $8,833,343. 
Q. Does tlrnt include the 1951 annexation obligation? 
A. That is right, sir. 
Q. All rigllt. 
A. That leaves a margin of $6,322,657. 
Q. All right, sir. Now, do the same thing for the 1953 year. 
A. We assumed tltat we would have new construction in 
both areas to the extent of $5,000,000 increase in assessment, 
which makes a total of $89,200,000. 18 per cent of that would 
be $1({,056,000. 
Our debt., which includes the part that we will assume in 
1952, would be $9,731,843. ·which leaves a margin for 1953 
after the debt of $6,324,157. 
Q. Now, does the 1953 debt margin just mentioned result 
after all of the oblig·a tions-
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -of annexation have been ~mposed on tlic City? 
A. That is correct. 
l Q. In light of this financial data, is there any occasion to 
i either raise· our assessment or to increase tax 
~f page 354 ~ rates in the City of Alexandria for the three years 
that have been under study? 
H A. I can see no reason for doing either. We contemplate 
~'l{ certain building- construction which I have taken into con-
H sideration, and if they do not come out exactly as we have 
H estimated them, we have sufficient contingent funds to absorb 
f..: some of the deficiencies in them. So I think we are pretty 
safe on that tax rate and on the present assessment. 
M:r. Edwards: The witness is with you. 
Judge Brown: I think we had better wait a little while for 
that. 
Mr. Mc Candlish: If the Court please, we would like- the 
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luncheon recess increased by a half hour in order to give us 
nn ·opp'Ortunity to studv this budget. 
J udg·e BrO\m: All i·ight. 
tT udge ~foCarthy : :May I ask in connection with this last 
testimony, is there going to be anothe1· exhibit setting up the 
figures he has just talked about after he got through with the 
budget exhibit f 
Mr. Edwards: We bad not planned to. have one, Your 
Honor. vVc are trying to keep these exhibits at a minimu~. 
But if the Court would like to have a copy of the figures he 
was testifying to, we will provide it of course . 
. Judge ·McCarthy: I was trying to get those final figures. 
Mr. Edwards : We can make a recap of it if 
l)age 355 } the Court ,yould prefe~~ it. 
Judge Brown: I tlnnk you should. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: ,ve would like to have a copy also. 
Judge McCarthy: The testimony you just gave me, if you. 
could get that and put it on a piece of paper and give it to us, 
that would do. · 
Mr. Edwards: vV c could have it prepared in mimeo-
graphed form tomorrow morning. Would that be all right? 
Mr. McCandlish: That might just mean that we would have 
to call Mr. Ancell back again. 
Mr. Edwards: You have the figures. He just gave them 
here. 
Mr. McCandlish: Well, I tried to take them down as fast 
·as I could, but I could not take them as fast as he gave them. 
Judge Brown: Couldn't the last part of this testimony be 
written up right now? 
Mr. McCancllish: w· e would certainly like to have those 
'figures before we cross-examine. 
Judge Brown: Why couldn't they just write up this last 
testimony during the luncheon recess, so that \ve will all have 
,copies of it 1 · 
How soon can that be done, Mr. Reporter¥ 
The Reporter: It can be done immediately, 
·;page 356 ~ Your Honor. 
Judge Brown: Very well. 
We will rec.ess for lunch .. 
('Whereupon, at 1 o'clock p. m. the Court was recessed to 
reconvene at 2 :30 o'clock p. m.) 
page 357 ~ AFTERNOON SESSION 
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WILLIAM: GUY ANCELL 
resumed the stand, and, having been previously sworn, was 
examined,. and testified further as follows : . 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. ~foCandiisI1: 
Q. Mr .. Ancell, how long were you at Orange'{ 
A. Two years. 
Q. When did yon come to Alexandria! 
A. September 15, 1949. 
Q. Now in this :financial statement you Imel somctlling about 
twenty-two hydrants in the area. Is that all you plan to put 
in tlle area r 
A. At the present time, yes, sir, as indicated on tl1e map. 
Q. It looks like more tllan twenty-two to me. Oh, that is: 
the street lig·llts, isn't it? 
A. That is rigllt. 
Q. Now the I1ydrants that are already insta11ed in the area,, 
the water for those is furnished by whom 1 
A. By the water company. 
Q. That is the Alexandria Water Company? 
A.. That is correct. 
page 358 ~ Q. And that is a private corporationr 
A .. That is right .. 
Q. That is not a branch of the City of Alexandria r 
-A .. ·On, no; hut tlley furnish water to us free through the, 
hydrants- for fire protection in their franchise. 
Q. Now do yOlil. have a fire code in the City of Alexandria l 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When was that adopte·d f 
A. It was adopted before I came to Alexandria. I couldn 'f 
say just when. 
Q .. Not very long·· ago was· it r 
A. I don't tltink so. 
Q. Could you tell the Court about tlle percentage of fires: 
which the fire company exting1.1ishes by means of booster 
linest 
A. Just what do you mean by booster lines, the small lines: 
without a hydrant t 
A. Yes, sir. 
A. No, I couldn ''t tell yoo triat. It is standard ii you get a: 
thimney fl.re or a. curtain 001 fire you usually use that to save 
water damage. That is particularly why you use it. Depend-
ing upon the size of the fire,: that is common practice .. 
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Q. Now, sir, you were talking about adding nine policemen 
in the area, and you said you would have one 
page 359 ~ cruiser with two men, and one cruiser with one 
man on duty at a11 times; is that correct V 
A. That is correct, sir. 
Q. How many men does it take to operate one cmiser 1 
A. I don't quite understand. 
Q. The men are on an eight-hour shift, aren't they1 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Then you would have two have two and two and two. 
A. That is right. 
Q. That would make six. 
A. That is right. 
Q. And tlien you would have to have a standby. 
A. "\Ve would supply the standby from our forces. 
Q. He is not included in that ·r 
A. No. 
Q. It takes six men to operate a two-man cruiser? 
A. That is right. 
Q. And how many men to operate a one-man cruiserf 
A. Three. 
page 360 ~ Q. You are talking about police protection in 
the area. "\Vith the exception of Shirley-Duke 
and Delta, there is practically no police protection needed in 
the area at the present time, is there·/ I am speaking· of city 
police protection, now, when I talk about that. · 
A. Naturally greater concentrations of population require 
more police protection than the sections where the population 
is not so great. And it requires it in business areas and shop-
ping· centers and places of that sort, usually greater than the 
others. But we travel, or attempt to travel all of our resh 
dential streets when they are cruising from one of the sec-
tions to the other. 
Q. The Quartermaster has its own police, does it not 1 
A. So I understand. 
Q. Aud the Fruit Growers have their own police 1 
A. I presume so. I do not know for sure. 
Q. vVell, how do you know bow much police protection you 
will have to lmve in this section, then f You say you presume. 
A. I presume the Fruit Growers have their own police. 
Q. "\Vell, how do you arrive at the amount of police protec-
tion required in this area, when you do not know whether the 
Fruit Growers have their own police or not¥ 
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A. Because that would he comparable to tl1e police protec-
tion we give in Alexandria. They will not only 
page 361 ~ have the cruisers operating through there, but 
there will be a serg·eant in there to supervise tllese 
men. There will at times be a lieutenant in a cruiser super-
vising the area. But those men will be assigned there and 
stay there. And I do not feel that we should give any less 
than that in the area. 
Q. You think that is the minimum you should give in the 
area? 
A. I definitely do, yes, sir. 
Q. Now, speaking of your health department, that is sup-
ported partially with state funds, is it not? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. V\inat percentage-
A. ,v ell, we anticipate $26,000 from the State for 1951. 
Q. And the City pays-
A. The total cost will be, counting· the annexed area-or, 
exclusiYe of the annexed area. ,v e will put it that wa?, I 
think it was 29 including the annexed area-is $119,761, of 
which the State will pay $61,000. 
Q. How long has this health center been maintained in 
Alexandria, do you know that? 
A. No, sir, I do not know. I just do not know. 
Q. Do you know whether any Hill-Burton funds were used 
to build the Health Center, or notf 
A. I think not. I think there might have been some ·wp A, 
or PW A funds. It seems to me I remember a 
page 362 ~ bronze plaque in there with Mr. Ickes in it, and 
that always indicates they have been in it. 
Q. If I understand you correctly, you said something· about 
having- five janitors at the Health Center? 
A. That is right. 
Q. Do they all work to keep tbe Health Center clean? 
A. "\V ell, one of them takes ca re of the heat, and the others 
clean up in the clinics. There is quite a lot of janitorial work 
·io be done at the Health Clinics. 
Q. In the ·welfare Department you received some State-
funds for that 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And some Federal f uncls? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What percentage of the funds came from tl1e· Federal 
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Uovernment and from the State Government, can you tell me 
tlrnt ·! 
A. I think that I told vou in direct examination that that 
pe1'centagc is divided up: The State-no, I am sorry. I do 
not have that broken down so I cannot answer that question 
accurately. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. You see, it is broken down into categories. The Federal 
Government puts up a certain per cent. There are five cate• 
gorics and there are different percentages for each category 
that the Federal Government puts up, and differ· 
page 363 } ent percentages for what the State puts up, and 
we put the rest up. I just don't have that for 
{.'Heh category, and I would rather not answer it. 
Q. All right, sir. On the street lights, you have street lig·hts 
on this exhibit-I don't know wha.t the number of it is. 
A. Approximately 190. 
l\fr. l\foCandlish: "\i\lhat is the number of that exhibiU 
Mr. ·wmiams: 18. 
Bv l\fr. McCandlish: 
· Q. On City Exhibit 18 you have street lights out Seminary 
Road, from Quaker Lane out Seminary Road to the entrance 
to Shirley-Duke. There are very few people living on the 
1·oad there, are there not? 
A. "\Yell, on one side there are very few. But there are 
some living in the Arlington-County side-
Q. No, no; Seminary Road, sir. 
A. Excuse me. I do not know. The electrical inspector 
made that survey and came back and suggested that that was 
what we needed in the area to light it in a comparable way 
to the way .Alexandria is lighted. 
Q. Your answer would be the same for Braddock Road Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Mc.Candlish: I wonder if you would take 
page 364} that map down and let me see the recreation map. 
What is the number on thaU 
The Witness: No. 17. 
By Mr. 1\foCandlish: 
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exhibit 17. Are the size of those circles of any significancer 
A .. ·wen, the only ~ignificance is this: Consider that the· 
green will cover that particular area, and population of course· 
governs it. We tried to have it in the centers of population. 
Q. Are there any parochial playgrounds included in that? 
A. No, sir.. There is a parochial playground right here in 
that area that is not shown by us. 
Q. On the streets, you said that tl1e streets in the area, or 
my recolleetion.of the testimony of Mr. \Vatkins with regard 
to streets ·,s.- tl1at :Mr. ,vatkins said there were some streets. 
he could not place in the proper category. He did not know 
whether they were secondary roads or not. It is not your 
plan to improve all of the gTaveled streets in the area? 
A. ,v ell, it is our plan to improve all the streets that we 
:find-as I said, if a street is open and traveled,. we consider 
that it is entitled to maintenance. Of course there will be dif-
ferent classes of maintenance, depending upon the amount of 
travel on the street and tlie amount of residences on it, and 
sometimes it is economical from our standpoint 
page 365 ~ to surface treat a graveled street rather than to 
have to come back and drag it after every rain,. 
and that sort of thing. We consider that an economical way 
to do, and it improves the surface of the. street and traveling 
qualities of it .. 
Q .. What is the criterion by which you decide whether a 
street slmll be maintained or not-how many people live on 
it, how much traffic there is on it Y 
A. Both factors. Oftentimes people who live on it remind 
us over the telephone what they want~ 
Q. That does not necessarily mean that they are going to 
get it surface-treated, just because they call on the telephone,, 
does it, 
A .. We at least give it some attention. 
Q. Yon stated in your direct testimony that you thought 
electrical inspection is very important 'l 
A. Yes, sir, I clo. 
Q. Are you aware of the fact that the County has clectriQ-aI 
inspection f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q .. You were talking- about street cleaning in the area. How 
much of the area needs to have street-cleaning services, Mr_ 
Ancellf 
.A. I think the Shirley-Duke area should have it now. 
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Q. That is all, isn't it? , 
A. No, there is another section between there 
page 366 ~ and town-what is it, Delta !-that I think is en-
titled to some street cleaning. 
Q. Does tlie ·City clean the Quaker Lane nowf 
A. No, sir. Quaker Lane does not lend itself to cleaning. 
It does not lend itself to our type of cleaning, with :µ1echanical 
equipment, because it lias no curbs and gutters. I think I said 
on direct testimony that where we use that equipment it is im:-
portant that we have curb and gutter there. 
Q. How many miles of street in the area have curb and gut-
ter, outside of Shirley-Duke 0? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Referring· to Exhibit City No. 19, which is the tentative 
budget, the first item which I would like to ask you about, Mr. 
Ancell, is the fact that revenues for '52 and '53 are based on 
an increased assessment of $5,000,000 for each of those years~ 
Is that correct, sirt 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How did you project those figures t 
A. vVell, I considered that the building in the combined 
areas would amount to $5,000,000 additional assessment. 
Q. Did you use the increase in the assessments in the city 
for the past three years for the purpose of projecting those 
assessments? 
A. No, we projected them in 1950. ·we did add 
page 367 r in 1951, in the city, $5,000,000 because we can see 
it there. "\Ve have structures there now that have 
been completed in 1950 which will be taxed completely in 1951, 
which I feel will justify the $5,000,000 in the City. 
Q. Your ratio of assessment to actual value is about :fifty 
per cent, is not that correct? 
A. It is fifty per cent. 
Q. So that means an increase of $10,000,000 a year in '52 
and '53 in actual value of new buildings 1 
A. Yes, sir, that is the way it is calculated. I do not know 
what the assessment in the annexed area is now. I doubt if 
that is fifty per cent. That would make some difference in 
that. 
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A. I mean the ratio of assessment. I knmv, of course, that 
Shirley-Duke in this area was completed in 1950, and I have 
an idea that that assessment will be increased some bv virtue 
of its completion, and it sh.ould be considerable. .. 
Q. I would like you, Mr. Ancell, to read into the record 
from the audit report of Ernst & Ernst for the year ending 
December 31, 1949, the percentages of collection ( this is page 
10 of this report) of your real estate taxes for the years 1945 
to 1949. 
A. Do you mean read them across f 
Q. Yes, sir. You do not have to read the 
pag·e 368 ~ :figures; you can jm,t read the percentages. 
A. Real estate, the year 1945, percentage col-
lected or adjusted, 95.19 per cent; year 1946, 95.34 per cent; 
year 1947, 9'5.19 per cent; year 1948, 94.78 per cent; year 1949, 
95.25 per cent. 
· Q. Now based on that, why o you use one hun-
page 36'9 ~ dred per cent collection in your estimated reve-
nue? 
Mr. Edwards: He already explained that, l\:Ir. McCand-
lish. He told you how he did that. 
Mr. l\IcCandiish: All right, let's have him do it again. 
By l\Ir. McCandlish: 
Q. How do you do that? 
A. You will notice in mv revenues I take no account.- of 
collection of delinquent real estate from prior years. 
Q. And that is sufficient to take up the difference f 
A. It has just about balanced it, yes, sir. 
Q. Now in spite of the fact that your projection figures in-
crease in actual buildings of ten million dollars, your plumb-
ing permits-how much do rou charge for a plumbing per-
mit? · . 
A. That varies accordinp; to the :fixtures. It depends on 
the number of :fixtures in a house. 
Q. You have no increase in the plumbing permits between 
1950 and 1951 in the City and $150 in the area, whereas yonr 
electrical permits are $11,000 to $15,000 from 1950 to 1951. 
A. That is because we have c.ollected $15,000 in 1950. You 
will notice that the left column there is the 1950 budget. 
Q. That is right. 
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A. So our .actual experience in that has been .$15,000. 
Q. vVhy are those permit figures so low when 
}Jage 370 } you figure that there is going to be a ten million 
dollar increase in building? 
Mr. Edwards: I am afraid I don't m1drstand, Mr. Mc-
:Candlish. 
By Mr. l\foCandlish: 
Q. Why are the inspection revenues s-o low, when you. fig-
ure on an increase of ten million dollars worth of building 
in this area for 1952 and 1953 J Now that figure is projected 
.all the way across the page. There is practically· no change 
in it. 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Wby is that? 
A. Well, that is the conservative -attitude we take about 
that. It isn't a great deal of money involved there. I might 
-clear you up, for instance, on 1953. Th~t ten million dollars 
would be a five million dollar assessment. If that amounted 
to nothing .and we didn't collect any more, you will notice on 
page 5 that we have a conting·ency fund of $496,536. Five 
million dollars would only amount to $137.,000, so that could 
readily absorb that, if we had no increase in the assessment 
that year. 
Q. Yes, sir, well, we are going to get to that in a. minute. 
You are conservative on your revenue from your permits and 
vou are not conservative on the revenue from the increased 
· value of the building·s that are coming into the 
page 371} area and the City, is that correct? Would you 1 
call that ten million dollars conservative? ~ 
he~.;_ I prefer to use five million dollars. That is what I show J 
Q. Five million dollars on a fifty per cent assessmenU 
A. That is correct? 
·Q. So it would be ten million dollars worth of building r 
:actually. 
A. If the assessors assessed it that way, yes, sir. 
Q. Well, isn't that the way you figured iU 
A. Yes, -sir. 
Q. Now I notice no place in here have you segregated the 
revenue from local sources in the area, which is almost $180,-
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000 which the statute requires to be spent on capital improve-
ments in the area for the first pear. It would be at least the-
first year. 
A. Yes, sir, that is true, I have uot considered that, be-
cause I considered again th.a.t the contingent fund would take 
care of that, and if yon will notice on page 6 the note at the 
bottom, we h_ave ample surplus to take care of whatever we 
might need·in 1951 in the area. 
Q .. v.V ell, on page 2 of the exhibit., :Mr. Ancell, in the third 
©olumn,. that figure of $284,481 in proper accounting should 
be reduced by the snm of $180,000,. shouldn't it, since those'. 
amounts are segregated, and you can't spend them t 
A. v.Vell, that could be, but, on the other hand,. 
page 372 ~ they reflect back in the capital budget which we 
have back here which would just mean figuring 
all over again. They can be _used for capital improvement,. 
and they will decrease the amount I have set out back here 
for ·capital improvement by that amount. 
Q. Now in the expenditme items, I notice no allowance has. 
been made for salary increases. Hacbl 't you considered that,. 
sirf 
A. Do yon have any particular property in mind J 
Q. The police, the fire department. 
A. The police have been raised five per cent in this bud-
get; so has the :fire department. 
Q. For the Fire Prevention Bureau there has been no, 
change, and for the rescue squad there has been no change; 
tlle Traffic Bureau shows no change-all the way across 
page 4. 
A. That is right. I didn't care to predict what the salaries 
would be in 1952 and 1953, but they have been raised five 
per cent in 1951, or we propose to raise them that much_, and 
that is so reflected in the bnd!ret. · 
Q. Now on pag·e 5, under ''Miscellaneous Administration,,,. 
you have a contingency fund for the City but none for the an-
nexation area. 
A. I think you will find that that contingency fund is the 
difference between anticipated revenues of both departments, 
both the City and the·proposed annexed area, and 
page 373 ~ the expenditures in both departments between the 
· City and the annexed area. 
· Q. That contingency fund, as it appears here, is purelv a 
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A. That is correct, yes. That is balancing the budget. You 
can call it a surplus, if you like. 
Q. You can balance the annexed area with zero, but it takes 
$125,000 to balance the City. 
A. They are balanced in a combined way. I just finished 
telling you that. 
Q. They are not balanced here in a combined way. 
A. If you balance the revenues from the combined areas 
and add your expenditures from the combined area, I think 
the difference will be that amount. 
Q. Now rather than a figure just to balance the budget, 
what does good accounting practice require that a contingent 
fund be, what percentag·e of your budget, Mr. AncelH 
A. I don't know of any percentage of the budget. Some 
people balance the budget and show that as a surplus. I pre-
fer to show it as a contingent fund. That is my way of bal-
ancing the budget. I am not an accountant. I don't know 
what their system ii-,. 
page 374 ~ Q. -Now, you say that these school bonds took 
into consideration-
A. Which page are you talking abouU 
Q. Page 8, sir. The percentaage of tlle total county school 
bonds tl1at vou have to assume. 
A: Yes, sh. 
Q. That that took into consideration what the City of Falls 
Church would have to pay to the County in this transition, 
when it became a city of the second class? 
A. That is right. 
Q. And, as a matter of fact that has not yet been deter-
mined, has it 1 
.l\.. I don't think it has. I understand it is in litigation, 
but I thought that was the law in the circumstances, that 
we were supposed to assume that. 
Q. I am handing Mr. Ancell a report on the audit for the 
period July 1, 1948, tl1rough August 15, 1948, and financial 
data for the period August 16, 1948, through J mie 30, 1949, 
and certain other information as prepared by the auditor of 
public accounts, Mr. J. Gordon Bennett, and I would like you 
to read that paragTaph on page 6, Mr. Ancell. 
A. HThe above statement reflects an excess of credits over 
charµ:es to the City of Falls Church in the amount of $112,-
946.41. This excess credit is subject to any charge against 
the City as may be determined for its just and 
page 375 } reasonable proportion of the County debt and for 
any portion of the County school expenditures 
' t'.°:l 
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made between .Aug·ust 16, 1940 and June 30, 1949, for capital 
outlays and debts service.'' 
l\Ir. McCandlish: If the Court please, this is the only 
copy of this audit ,ve have. I would like to introduce a photo-
stat of this page. 
Mr. Edwards: No. I want the whole audit in because.I 
know exactly what you are attempting to do, and we want 
the whole audit in as we did in the Falls Church case. 
Mr. :McCandlish: All rig-ht. Mark that Defendant's Ex-
hibit 16. 
(The audit referred to was received in evidence and marked 
"County Exhibit No. 16. ") 
By l\Ir. McCandlish: 
Q. Now, Mr. Ancell, how do you arrive-I beg your pardon. 
On pag·e 6 of this exhibit you state in a footnote there the 
fact that in addition to the above contingent fund for 1951 
of $112,996, there would. be avnilable an amount of $351,297 
as surplus from the 1950 budget, which can be applied to 
capital improvements or any deficiencies in the above tenta-
tive budget. . 
Let me ask you first, sir, what was the general fund deficit 
as of December 31, 1949 Y 
A. $32,000 I believe. Possibly $52,000. $52,000, I think 
that is correct. 
page 376 ~ Q. I will ask you, if you were correctly quoted 
in the press about the first of January., 1950, as 
saying there was a deficit of $110,0001 
A. "\Vhen was this? 
Q. About-it was in January of 1950. I just wanted to 
know if you were correctly quoted or not, sir. 
A. I do not recall the statements, but our accumulated 
deficit from '48 and '49 is $152,000, which has already been 
taken care of in our surplus wl1ich leaves in addition $351,000. 
I do not recall tlie press article, but l could have said that 
at that time. 
Q. I would like to know .how you arrive at this surplus of 
$351,279 . 
.A. "\Vell, we arrived at that by over-collections; that is, 
collecting more than we anticipated in our budget, and what 
we consider that we will collect between now and December, 
and under-expenditures in our budget, plus a school fun:d 
( 
{ 
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"g"iven to us by the State of $248,000 to be applied on school 
tlebt. '· 
Q. vYhen did you receive that $248,000 from the.State? 
A. I think it was about August or thereabouts. I have 
forgotten just when. 
Q. Where is that reflected? Do you have one of the Gen-
-cral Fund balance sheets for the period ending· December 30, 
1950, in your file, Mr. Ancell? 
page 377 } A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Where is that reflected in there! 
A. On page 2, next to the last item on the far right. 
Q. On the second page I see the Battle grant you are speak .. 
ing- of. Where are other items that might be projected to 
make up that $351,000? 
A. ·what? 
Q. I say, on the second page of tlle balance sheet for the 
period ending September 30, 1950, I see the Battle grant of 
$248,000 . 
.A. That is right. 
Q. Where are there any other items tl1at might be pro-
jected to make up that other $100,000-some? 
A. All the items on the right-hand side that are credit bal-
:ances over collections, making a total of $490,888.55. That 
is the total of that column. 
Q. Isn't that Battle money earmarked, l\Ir. Ancell! 
.A. No, sir. It was given to us to assist with our school 
debt. V/ e were told that we were the onlv citv in the State 
·of Virginia who had met our existing school needs 100 per 
cent, therefore we did not have to use tl1at money for con-
·struction purposes and we were permitting to use it on school 
debts. 
Q. You say you will use it on school debts? You cannot use 
it to take care of any deficiencies in this budg·et, can you? 
A. We can use that or another $248,000. The 
page 378 } money is in the General Fund. 
Q. I have requested that you bring the City 
Council Minutes up here today, and I would like you to ~et 
t1ie minutes, sir, and read to the Court a letter addressed by 
you to tbe :Mayor and Members of the City Council at their 
regular meeting on March 14, 1950. 
A. You don't lmve any idea where to locate that, do you? 
Q. Indeed., I do not. It is of the regular meeting of March 
14, 1950. 
A. March, 1950? 
\ 
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"Honorable :Mayor and Members of the City Council. 
'' Alexandria, Virginia. 
. l 
"Gentlemen: I am deeply concerned over the state of our 
present budg·et, in so far as revenue is concerned. On March 
6 the City Assessor stated that the total assessment of real 
estate was $70,953,,298 and the assessment on public utility 
properties which is made by the State Corporation Commi~-
sion, is $3,718,000, making a total of $74,671,298, which should 
yield a revenue of $2,053,460.69 to the City for 1950. 
"There is a possibility that the revenue from the new Brad-
dock Lig·ht and Power Company's building will 
page 379 ~ increase approximately $100,000 during 1950, and 
if I am correct in that assumption., our total reve-
nue from all real estate will be $2,153,460.69, which is $195,-
698 more than was. anticipated in the present budg·et from 
this source. 
"On the other hand, this budget as adopted had a deficit 
of $119,938.70 provided all revenues were collected one hun-
dred per cent as anticipated. It contained a further source 
of revenue of $198,500 for a five per cent tax on consumers' 
utility bills which was based on a tax becoming effective on 
February 1, 1950. Now, since tlle utility tax has not been 
adopted by the City Council, with tlie most optimistic cal-
culations· possible, we still have a deficit in excess of $110,000 
in the current budget. 
"It has been suggested that we delete the capital improve-
ment of approximately $130,000 from this budget and finance 
r these improvements tliroogha bond issue. I cannot subscribe 
to this plan, because the l,ond issue of $130,000 at 2% per-
cent interest over a period of twenty years will cost the city-
$198,250, which is a little in excess of $1.50 for each dollar 
received. 
"To touch furtller on tile bonded indebtedness of tiie City1 
I should like to call your attention to the fact tllat our pres-
ent outstanding bond indebtedness of $9,071,500 will not be 
completely paid off until 1984, and during· tI1e life of these 
issues the taxpayers will have paid $4,218.733.54 
page 380 } in interest and other clmrges, which means a total 
casl1 outlay of $13~290,233.54 in order to have the 
use of slightly more than $9,000,000. 
"I should also like to call your attention to the fact that 
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more than 35,000 people, or approximately one-half of our 
population., live in rented quarters. This is without parallel 
in any other Virginia city and these people are in no way 
obligated for any bonded indebtedness which the City mig}1t 
incur. I think it can be safely said that the direct revenue 
derived from these 'renters' is negligible as compared to that 
which is paid by the home and other property owners tow a rd 
the upkeep of our city government. 
"Until the City Council realizes that at least one-third of 
our population could be termed transient and finds some sub-
ject of taxation which can be assessed against and collected 
from tl1ese people, I do not believe Alexandria's fiscal af-
fairs will ever be in satisfactory condition, nor will our poli-
cies and procedures be termed as g·ood municipal practices 
in accordance with those which are in effect in other cities in 
the State of Virginia. 
'' Respectfully, 
''W. GUY ANCELL''. 
l\Ir. !foCandlish: That is all. 
By Judge Brown: 
Q. May I ask one question: In your testimony 
page 381 ~ just before lunch, I understood you to say that 
Alexandria's bonded indebtedness, or outstanding 
bonds as of January 1, 1951, would be $8,771,901. 
A. Our outstanding bonded indebtedness as of January 1, 
1951, will be $8,771,900. That is correct. 
Q. Has there been something paid off since you wrote that 
letter¥ 
.A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Howmuch1 
A. I can't tell you tliat. May I show you this just a sec-
ond Y 
Q. I am just trying to reconcile these two figure~. 
A. You see, these are our payments monthly on the bonded 
debt. 
Q. It amounts to $569,000. That includes interest, does it 
noU 
A. Yes, sir. All of our bonds are serinl bond~. and the 
debt is reduced each ~.,.ear by virtue of their being serial bonds. 
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By Mr. Keith: · 
Q. On your report on the Health Department, ~rou do not 
know of any epidemics of disease that have occurred in the 
annexed area in the past year or so? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Or in the last few years? 
pag·c 382 ~ .A. No, sir. 
Q. You also testified that you would hesitate to 
say wliat type of road ought to be built in the annexed area 
without knowing the extent of the use, and by that I suppose 
you mean that you would put a traffic count out on these roads 
before you went in there to make your improvements? 
A. ,v e do ordinarily make traffic counts on all of our roads 
for our information and for g-uiding- us in preparing next 
year's work and things of that sort ,vhich we are going· to 
do, but I repeat ag·aiu, usually the people who live on the 
road have a lot to do with what we do with it, because they 
just don't let up on that. 
Q. But you determine in the Inst analysis, if you hear from 
everybody there, as to where you are going to spend your 
monev? 
A. ·That is correct. 
. Q. And you do tlia t on the basis of a traffic count. Isn't 
that standard p i'oced u re f 
.A. That is one of the things we do, yes, sir. ·we do not 
spend any material sums of money on any street, unless we 
do have a traffic count along· with other information. 
Q. ·what is a smoke pern'i'itl 
A. "\Ve11, that is a permit to install a boiler and anything 
that uses coal and that kind of thing· that has to be inspected. 
He has to get the permit for inspection and there 
page- 383 ~ is a slight cl1arge. · 
Q. How much does the permit cost f 
A. I don't know. I think that is dependent upon the size 
of what be proposes to build. 
Q. Do you know how many were issued last year·, 
A. No, I do not know how many. I know that that revenue 
is $650, I think and we just about make it. It is bound to 
be verv small. 
Q. .And you have no idea of how many permits will be is-
sued or. acquired in the annexed area? 
A. No, I should think it would be very few. 
Q. Do all houses in the city that arc not connected with 
the city sewer have can toilets? 
A. Yes, sir., all that I know of. I haven 1t heard of any 
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others that <lo \1ot. That is the only solufom that we have, 
for taking care of l10uses that do not have ~ewers. 
Q. I believe Mr. vVatkius testified that out of 14,000 houses 
in the city you had 12,000 connections. Is that correcU. 
A. ·well, I do not know how that .could be correct, unless 
11e is speaking of warehouses and thing·s of that sort that 
have no connections, because we l1ave, I am positive, less 
:than 100 places .that we render scavenger service to. We 
have cleaned up, I think, about 75 in the last year, if my 
memory is rig·ht . 
J)age 384 ~ Of course there are some that will probably 
always have to have it, because they will be .built 
-over on a hill past a big ravine and it does not make sense to 
build a sewer there. It would be cheaper to buy the property. 
Q. Do you know how many building permits were .issue¢[ i:q 
Alexandria last year 2 
A. No, sir, I have no idea. 
Q. And you do not know what a building permit c~sts? 
A. That varies. That is based on a square footage basis 
·and the cost of the building. Each building would be differ-
<ent. 
Q. You did not make any effort to determine how many 
building· permits were issued laElt year, in arriving- at your 
·estimated-
A. That is right. I just arrived at it from the money we 
collected this year. 
Q. Do you know how many, I t11ink you call them units, 
in the annexed area are hooked up to the present sanitary 
·sewer in the District f 
A. No, I do not. 
Q. Does the City phm to allow those connections to con-
tinue! 
A. You mean those that are now connected t 
Q. Yes., sir. 
A. Yes, sir. We could not disconnect them, un-
page 385} der the Public Health Law. 
Q. Is that indefinite? Do you plan to let them 
·continue indefinitely? 
A .. Our plan, I think, would be to let them continue until 
we could provide our own facilittes, proper facilities. 
Q. When do you plan to do thaU 
A. Right away, according to our budget. 
Q. In 1'951? 
A. Part of it would be in 1951. I don't know whether we 
<muld complete it all in 1951, but it would be started in 1951. 
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Q. Thei~e is revenue being received from that Sanitary Dis-
tdct now, that you propose to annex,. is there nott 
A. I think that is correct .. 
Q .. What do you plan to do with that revenue! 
A. ·we do not plan to collect any revenue from the area .. 
We plan to collect revenue on tappage charges, the only 
charges we make for sewer service. That is, until we com-
plete a sewag·e-treatment plant. Then there would be service-
charges for. sewag·e treatment. 
Q. I be1=i:~ve you testified there are two city dumps within 
the corporate limits now. ·where are they located t 
A. One is at the foot of Paine Street, which is right on the 
shore of Hunting Creek; and one is in the north end of Com-
monwealth Avenue, which is right across Four 
page 386 ~ Mile Run from the present Arlington County 
dump.. However,, they burn theirs and we don't 
burn ours. That is the difference .. 
Q. You do not burn yours t 
A. ,v e burn some on Hunting Creek side, yes, sir. But we· 
· do not burn on this other, because we are salvaging that prop-
erty for a recreational area and a park. 
Q. As I understand it~ you plan to have the Sanitary Dis-
trict of the County continue to collect the revenues from the-
connections in the Sanitarv District 1 
A. No., I do not think that we plan to do that. If we an-
nex it1 I do not think they would hardly have a right to col-
lect from city residents for sewer service. 
Q .. I am talking about now:r connections. to the Sanitary 
sewer. 
A. Tha:t is, unless they continue to do it until we discon-
nect them from their sewer 1- and take them over into our sys-
tem. 
Q. How will it be done 1 '\Vill the County collect it,. or the: 
City! 
A. You mean after onrs are-
Q. No, sir. In the interim. 
A. I do not know. ·we have no collections of· our own. vVe· 
make no collections from anybody. That could be I suppose· 
settled with the County. That I have not gone into, what 
arrangements will be made in that respect. 
page 387 f Q. As I understand it, in the planning depart-
ment yon intend to hire a new draftsman in there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What would his salary be f 
A .. I would not know what we would have to pay the man we 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 337 
William G'lty Ancell. 
want. Possibly $3,000 or $3,600. Somewhere in that neigh-
borhood. 
Q. ,vhat do you pay the present draftsman in there? 
A. I think he gets-I do not know whether it is $250 or 
$275-$3,000 or $3,300. I will not be sure. 
J\fr. Keith : That is all. 
Judge Brown: Just a minute, 1Ir. Ancell. 
In looking through this proposed capital improvements, you 
have that one item in the City of Alexandria, a 200-ton in-
cinerator $550,000. 
The ·witness: That is correct. 
Judg·e Brown: ·which you propose to finance by a bond 
issue possibly in 1952 i 
The ·witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: N oir, that is the only item that I see as a 
,1apital improvement in the present city., is that right? 
The ·witness: No, sir. There is over on the next page, 
page 6, Capital Improvements could be absorbed by the bud-
get. 
page 388 ~ 'fhat is the only one we propose to make-
.Judge Brown: ,vhere is this, now'? On 
page-
The ,vitness: Page 6. Over on the left side. 
Judg·e Brown: That is not what I had in mind. That is 
just the Courtroom, swimming pool, tennis courts, and so on. 
The ,vitncss: That is right. 
Judge Brown: As a matter of fact, some of these are out-
side of the area anvhow 1 
The Witness: That is correct. 
Judge Brown; ,vhat I am talking about is this in the 
present city. 
The Witness: That is all we propose to do there, yes, 
Sll'. 
Judge Brown: Have you made any allowance for this 
sewage treatment plant? 
The ,vitness: No. That will be financed on a different 
plan. That will be on revenu<? bonds, paid for from revenues 
derived from sewage treatment Rervices. They will not be 
general obligations, general obligation bonds, the same as 
the others. 
Judge Brown: You haven't i;;lwwn anything in anticipated 
revenue for anything· like that, have you f 
The "Titness: No, no, sir. "\Ve start that after we build 
· -.~ ·· .. .- · ·l · .. · ·= -~ -~ · =~, ·.-:-:t•.·.-;r'.'{·;·:,y,~;=;-=,=,,.::·~i'==.= ·,·./:;=.=~==. 
338 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
WWlmn Gu.y Ancell. 
the plant. "\Ve start then to pay for it from fees 
pag·e 389 ~ for sewage treatment. 
Judge Brown: According to that, then, you 
]1ave an anticipated indebtcdne~s of $550,000 for the city 
proper! . · 
The ·witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: And in addition to that you have the new 
fire and police station in the proposed annexation area? 
The ·witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: That is to be $100,000 by a boncl issue, is 
that right? 
The ,vitness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: So that would be added to the $550,000 as 
a debt in 1951? 
The ,vitness: Yes, sir. 
Then the further debt on page 8, yes. 
Judg·e Brown: Well, there is one on page 7, also. $260,000 
"Battle" money, and $340,000 bond issue for the school at 
Sbirle-v-Duke f 
The· "Titness: That is rig·ht. 
Judge Brown: Then these next two items, and part of 
the third, $40,000 and $75,000, you would use certain bond-
i~sue money which I understand you have on hand now, is 
that rio·htd/ 
The \Vitness: That is rig·ht. Have it in tlie bank. 
Judge Brown: How much do you have on 
page 390 ~ hand, do you know 1 
· The ·witness : Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: "\Vell, just approximately. 
The ,vitness: \VeU, we have it in different categories,. 
and I mn trying to find it. It is supposed to be in this report 
here. 
vVe hav~ Public Builcling·s $10,329. Streets $255,000.32. 
Sewers, $254,770.39; Schools, $60,410.44 . 
• Judge Brown: Is tllat $60,000? 
The ,vitness : Yes, sir, $60,410.44. 
Public Grounds and Land we have $55,249.07. 
City Auditorium, of course, g')"mnasium, that is set aside-
and cannot be used for any other purpose. 
Judge l\IcCal'thy: -But we want that figure. 
The Witness: Oh. That is $249,872.91. 
Fire apparatus and equipment $169.84. 
That is what we have in our present bond issue, in the 
bank. 
Mr. Edwards : "'\Vhat is the total t· 
"')·· ,. •"O\fti ,.,,,.,,~,," .. , ... ,.".,,,,,,.,.,,,,,.,,,.,,,,, ............. , .. ,,,.,,,",.Wi~W/:'.'~~-
v .. 
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The Witness: ·wen. we have anotbe1· fund, appropriations 
rime general fund.. But that would not involv-e., I think, what 
lie is trying to find.. · 
Judge Brown: S0mewl1ere in the neighborhood of $900,000, 
is that right f 
·page 391 } The ·witness: Yes, sir., that is just about right. 
I mig·ht add, too, that we have a depreciation 
fund that amounts to approximately $150,000 that we replace 
equipment with.. That is also in the bank in cash. 
,Judge Brown: That is not a part of your bonded indebted-
11ess 1 
The ·witness: No, sir. 
Judge Brown: All I wanted to g·et here is your bonded 
indebtedness. 
The Witness: Excuse me, sh-. 
Judge Brown: Now, under "Sanitary Sewers," Item No .. 
5, you propose to pay for that in the following· manner: 
$145,000 from this bond fund we are just talking about. 
The Witness: That is right. 
Judge Brown: And $175,000 to be covered by new bonds Y 
The Witness: That is right, sir. 
Judge Brown: Then the Lee-Jackson School purchase 
would be $100,000 roughly-
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: Let me straighten myself out on that item. 
Do I understand that would be $100,000 f I am directing my 
remarks to you., Mr. Edwards. 
The \Yitness: Oh, it is $100,000 minus--
page 392 } Judge Brown : No, the Lee-Jackson School. In 
addition there we 1mve $2,500, is that right? 
Mr. Edwards: It h:; approximately $5,000, maybe ·about 
$100 more than that-Mr. Rogers dealt with that-between 
their appraisal and the City's appraisal of land. 
Judge Brown: Is that just on the Lee-Jackson School? 
Mr. Edwards: The two combined. The two land values 
~ombined. v,.r e just split the difference and said we will make 
it $2,500. 
J udg·e Brown: Instead of its being $100,000 for the Lee-
Jackson school, what should the figure be? 
Mr. Rogers: If you will give me a minute, Your Honor, I 
will get that information for you. 
Judge Brown: vVell, we will skip that for a minute. At 
~my rate, that would be $100.,000 for a new bond issue? 
The ·witness: That is correct. 
,o, ~·· 
ffij~Y0'lP!f'0'f!1!/1/W:Mfll!//(!b'l//!1?','?).'W,'.>·, ... ,.,,,,.,,,.,,.,,w~":'''·''·1·'·'·\'YSWW:cl'.';,,·· 0"'"':.. )1,.-,,.,,,.,.,,,,.,,·,p:J,("'.'·''·'·"''·IP,··;,··· ' 
·,,. 
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Judge Brown: A.nd the Lincolnia School $50,000, anc'D 
:financed by another bond issue $89,000 which makes your 
bond issue indebtedness $139,000, approximately i 
The Witness: That is right. 
J u.dg·e Brown: And then you would also assume the pro-
portionate part of the County bonded indebtedness, $121 ,549,. 
by a new bond issue i 
The Witness: That is right. 
page 393 r . Judge Brown: So that would make a total of 
· ·new bond issues of $1,525,943. 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
J udp:e Brown: Is that right t 
Mr. Edwards: It sound high. I think it is about $1,100,0001 
~r $1,200,000. 
Judge Brown: vVell, we start out with $550,000. There· 
is half a million right there. 
Mr. Edwards: I haven't checked that-
~T udge Brown: $550.,000 there for the sewage-disposal 
plant, and $100,000, and $340,000 which is the Shirley-Duke· 
School. That makes $890,000 right there. So there is almost 
a million dollars, you see. 
Mr. Edwards : If you have added them up, your Hono1\ 
of course I did not mean to take issue with your· figures. I 
had overlooked the incinerator. 
Judge Brown: Well, if you would check me, it would help-,, 
because I make mistakes now and then. 
$550,000-
Mr. Edwards: For the incinerator. 
Judge Brown: $100,000 for the police and fire station. 
Mr. Edwards: That is right. 
Judge Brown: $340,000 on the Shirley-Duke School. $175,-
000 on the Sanitary Sewers. 
page: 394 ~ $100,000 on the Lee-Jackson School and $139,-
394 on the Lincolnia School, and $1211549 on the, 
proportionate part of the County bonded indebtedness. 
Mr. Edwards: I think those represent the items. 
Judge Brown: Now in the testimony of Mr. Ancell before-
lunch he testified that the present bonded indebtedness-or 
outstanding- bonds, rather, as of January 1, 1951, will be-
$8', 771,901. He testified just a fow moments ago that the way 
he arrived at that figure was to take eertain-
Mr. Edwards: Is this January, '51, you are talking about?· 
Judge Brown: That is what tbe testimony says. 
Mr~ Edwards : That is ,v.hat I am taiking about. I am 
f 
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tive date of the annexation. So they all come in during 1952. 
That is tbe latest date you buvc set up there. 
The ,vitness: Yes, sir, but I don't think they would re-
flect in our bond limit as of January 1, 1952. 
Judge Brown: No, I don't think so either. 
The ,Yitness: They would reflect January 1, 1953. 
Mr. Edwards: In other words, tbis last borrowing will 
be in 1952., which will be taken into account in giving your 
bond limit as of January 1, 1953. 
The ,·\Titness: Yes. 
Judge Brown: l\Iaybe this testimony should be corrected. 
Mr. Ancell's statement before lunch was, "Our debt which 
includes the part which we will assume in 1952, would be 
*9,731.843 which leaves a margin for 1953 after the debt of 
$6,3:!4,157." That speaks as of January 1, 1953. 
JI r. Edwards: That is what be said. 
Judge Brown: According to my figures that figure should 
be $10,237,304, instead of $9,731,843. · I clout' think it is a 
large item, but it is a half million dollars. 
:Mr. Edwards: Did you increase the assessments in mak-
ing your calculatiou 1 
page 398 ~ Judge Brown: The assessments do not have 
anything· to do with the bonded debt. Of course, 
Mr. Ancell may have applied some credits there I don't know 
anythihg about. I think tliese things should be explained. 
The ·witness: They have asked for this particular sheet 
without calculations which we expect to prepare tonight and 
bring- tomorrow . 
• Judg·e Brown: ·wen, I think that should be explained. 
The ,vitness: Yes, sir. 
Mr. Rogers: Your Honor, would this be an opportune time 
to make this correction? By agreement I think $2~801 should 
be added to the Lee-Jackson figure, making that $1.02,801, and 
by agreement the sum of $250 should be subtracted from the 
Lincolnia School valuati011. 
J udg-e Brown : $2501 
Mr. Rogers: Yes, sir, making that instead of $1391394-
$13'9,144. 
Mr. :McCandlish: That is correct. 
The Witness: Is that all, your Honor f 
The Court: That is all I have. 
l\fr. McCandlish: Could I ask a couple more questions-, 
Mr. Edwards, before you proceed? 
l\fr. Edwards ~ Yes, indeed .. 
.. , • .,·=.~)·,~:i''1~!/:-:.!I~.';1;;.i·.,, /-';11.f r-=r-P. 
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By MI'. :McCandlisb : 
Q. On page 7 of that exhibit, City Exhibit No, 
page 399 ~ 19, you show three items there, Nos~ 3, 4, and 5, 
in which you propose to use bond funds available 
from the City's bond issue. Are you permitted under those 
bond issues to use those funds in this area, or don't you have 
to use them in the present City1 
A. I don't think so. I am of the opinion that those bond 
ordinances say that those are bonds for the purpose of build-
ing sewers., building streets, and schools, I think, and differ-
1.mt things, but they are not limited to any one district or any 
rmrt of the City. 
Q. Well, they are limited to the then existing city,, though, 
.tl re they not f 
Mr. Williams: No. 
A. I think that is a legal maUer I would not be able to 
.answer. 
Q. You assumed that you could, when you made up this 
budget1 
A. '11hat is correct, yes. 
Q. Now, the :figures that you read to the Court as unex-
pended bond surpluses in the various categories you have 
on this nine months' statement as "surplus". Why do you 
have it that way, Mr. Ancell¥ 
. A. That is an auditor's term that I do not know why he 
,calls that surplus. I suppose it. is money that we have in 
the bank in the bond issue. 
Q. Yes, sir. Are those figures going to take 
page 400 ~ care of this new high school which you are get-
ting ready to build on the western end of the 
city? 
A. No. There are two bills that were passed by the 81st 
Cong·ress, Public Law No. 87 4 dealing with maintenance and 
operation of schools, and Public Law No. 815, dealing with 
construction of schools, under which Alexandria we feel is 
qualified fully to share in that money. We have not consid-
ered it in any other spot in this budget. I am not prepared 
to say how much money we will get, but I have found out 
unofficially that Fairfax County will get between $300,000 
and $400,000 per year for maintenance and operation, and 
they will get $3,000.,000 for construction, so we thought we 
would take care of that with this money, because we are 
equally well qualified to get that money as Fairfax County. 
. I 
344 Supreme Court of' Appeals of' Virginia 
William Guy Ancell. 
Judge 'Brown: Maybe you are in better shape than Fair-
fax County. . . 
Mr. Edwards~ · .. Y.ou mean Arlington County .. 
The Witness : Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCandlish : That is all. 
By Mr. Keith~ 
Q. I have a note to ask yon a question, Mr .. Ancell, about 
this footnote on page 6. I wonder if you could, between 110,v 
and tomorrow-you do not seem to have those figures that 
ga in to make up the $351,000 item-give us an exhibit or· 
memorandum as· to how that fig'tlre was arrived at .. 
page 401 ~ A. I shall certainly try to do that behveen no"r 
and tomorrow, yes, sir. 
Judge Brown: Is that all now! 
Mr. Keith: Yes, sir. 
Mr .. Edwards: Just one minute. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION .. 
By Mr. Edwards:-
Q. When you wrote your letter to the Council in l\forcl1,. 
1950, looking ahead it did not appear as brig·ht as now look-
ing back on wl1at has transpired during· the nine months of 
this budg·et yearf 
A. It did not appear brigllt at all at that time, Mr. Ed-
~ wards. Since tllat time, when we added the cigarette tax and 
our real estate assessments have tnrned up more than I 
anticipated, and we have been able to effect savings in tho 
budget that I l1ad not anticipated at that time. I had only 
been in Alexandria less than six months, and it looked pretty 
bleak to me at that time, to be frank with you. That is why 
I wrote the letter.. I wrote it as much to tllreaten the Gonncili 
as anything else. 
Judge Brown: How long was it after that that you adopted-
the cigarette tax f 
The ·witness: They argued about it several months ancl 
then it was adopted. 
Q. Whatever mig-I1t have been in your letter, 
page 40"2 f the facts as they now exist indicate tllat your esti~ 
mates were either in error, or you were too con-
servative in the making of them, is that a fact r 
/ 
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A Yes, sir. li,rankly, I was new in Alexandria and, as I 
said, it looked prety bleak to me and I wanted to do some-
thing about it. I did not want to come up here and put Alex-
andria in the red or keep them in the red. I wanted to try 
to do a good job and I wanted some help. 
Q. There is no question but that they are in the black now. 
and with a sizable surplus "l 
A. None whatsoever. 
Q. Now, ~fr. Ancell, there has been some question raised 
here, and some confusion in the record, by virtue of new 
buildings, new properties wbich will be added to the assess-
ment rolls in '51, '5:!, and '53. l\fr. McCandlish uses the words 
"ten million dollars," to mean value of buildings in one in-
stance and interchangeably to mean assessments in another. 
In order to clear that confusion, I want to ask you, in 1951, 
which is the first year that annexation is to be effective., you 
have raised assessments in the City of Alexandria $5,000,000? 
A. Yes. I propose to raise assessments in the City of Alex-
andria, that is, anticipated assessments from known construc-
tion which will be assessable, new construction, $5,000,000 
whether we annex or whether we do not annex. 
pag·e 403 ~ Q. All right. Now, in your testimony just be-
fore lunch, on the judebtedness, on the bond mar-
gin, you added to the present $76,000,000, $5,000,000 for 1951, 
which wiJl give in the City $81.,000,000? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. For the annexed n ren for the year '51, I understand you 
only took the figure of $3,200,000, which is that stipulated? ;~ 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Now, will you explain to the Court why you felt that you 
were justified in raising assessments $5,000,000 in .Alexan-
dria the first year and in doing so, I would like for you t~> 
take into account such new construction that vou know will 
be completed and ready for tlie tax rolls as of January 1st. 
A. "\Vell, I had in mind the biggest one, which is Hunting 
Towers. Hunting Towers will be occupied, they tell us, in 
November. 
Q. Antl that is a project that costs ,vhat f 
A. We do not know exactly, but we understand that it cost 
between seven and eight million dollars. 
Q. And what was it nssessecl for a~ of January 1, 1950 f 
A. It ,vas assessed or it is assessed for $500,000 at the mo-
ment. 
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is going up in the City that \\'ill he ready and completed for 
the tax rolls as of this coming January. 
page 404 ~ A. ·wen, the l\Iason Arms~ I think.it is, a large 
apartment building on the Boulevard in the north-
ern section of town., is about completed now. 
Q. Consisting of how many apartments f 
A. Two hundred aparements that rent up to a<s hi~h as 
$150 a month. I say that on account of the quality of con-
struction. 
There is a big Super :Market that is being· completed there 
and will be occupied I think this year. I am sure that it will. 
Then there are large numbers of row houses and other 
residences, which as I stated previously I think you can see, 
without any trouble., how we can get $5,000,000 additional as-
sessment. 
Judge Brown: I don't think that it is necessary to go into 
that anv further . 
. . Mr. Edwards: V{ e felt thrre was some doubt as to just 
why he took this $5,000,000 fig-ure, and I wanted the record 
to show on what he based it. 
J udg·e Brown: I expect Hunting Towers will be socked 
for almost that much. 
Mr. Edwards: That is the reason we did not go into de-
tail, hut I felt in view· of some questions asked across the way 
that they did not under~tand it. 
Judge Brown : "\Ve a re the ones to understand it. 
l\Ir. Edwards: Let me, without burdening the 
page 405 ~ Court further, ask about three more questions 
about '52 and '53. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
• Q. You did' not include any of your assessments for 1951 
in the annexed area? 
A. That is right. 
Q. And in 1952 you upped the total assessment for Alex-
andria and the area combined $5,000,000? 
A. That is right. 
Q. Do you happen to know what Shirley-Duke is assessed at 
at this time 1 
A. I have heard it is assessed at $800,000. I am not sure 
about that. 
Q. And that is another project, if it pleases the Court, that 
will add $5,000,000 to the roll, and that was the figure that 
was used, and that does not take into account in 1952 the· 
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. othe1· construction that is going on, ·either in the ~Tea that 
is proposed to be annexed or throughout the city. 
A. That is right. 
Mr. Edwards: If it pleases the Court, we want to get this 
information that Judg·es l\IcCartl1y and Brown indicated they 
,,,ant, so I have no further questions at this time, until we 
can bring here tomorrow morning these exhibits which I hope 
will be in just ready ref ere nee form for the Court . 
. Judge Brown: Do you have any further testimony? 
Mr. Edwards! I have no further testimony 
}Jage 406 } this afternoon. 
,Judge Brown: How many other witnesses do 
you have, Mr. Edwards? 
Mr. Edwards: Not more than two; maybe just one. 
J udg·e Brown: Will you finish tomorrow f 
Mr. Edwards: ·we will finish tomorrow morning, I am 
sure, and had we known that cross examinatio~ was going to 
he as short as it is, we could have l1ad our other witnesses 
here this afternoon, but he is coming from Richmond, and we 
told him to be here in the morning. 
Judge Brown: I do not know whether I can speak for the 
rest of the Court, but I think this is a bad time to start on 
a new witness. 
·we might as well adjourn then until tomorrow morning_ 
(Whereupon, at 3 :55 o'clock p. m. the hearing was ad-




'\Vednesday, October 25., 1950. 
The above-entitled matter came on for further hearing be-
fore tlie Honorable Judge Walter F. McCarthy, Jeff W. Wal-
ter, and Paul E. Brown, sitting as an Annexation Court, in the 
Courthouse at Fairfax, Virginia, at 10 :08 o'clock a. m. 
Appearances: V. Floyd Williams, Esq., horace H. Ed-
wards, Esq., and Olin Rogers, Esq., for the City of Alexan-
dria. 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esq., and ,v. W. Koontz, Esq._, repre-
r' . ' 
~' 
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senting B. M. Smith, Trustee; Duke-Shirley Terminal,. Inc.;; 
Shirley Hills Development Corp. ; Randolph, ~t al. ; Mark & 
Catherine C. "Winkler; and Residents and Freeholders of 
Dowden Terrace Subdivision. 
page 408 }- Hugh B. Marsh, Esq., and Robert J. l\foCand-
lish, Jr., Esq., appearing· for the Board of Super-
visors of Fai'rfax Countv. 
James B. Keith, Esq., "appearing for 570 Intervenors in the 
Area soug·ht to be annexed. 
Robert F. Davis, Esq., Appearing for Intervenors. outside-
of the area sought to be annexed. 
PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr. Edwards: . On yesterday we were asked to furnish a 
breakdown of how the 1950 surplus of $361,000, I believe, bad 
been determined. We offer as Exhibit City 20 a breakdown 
showing how the item was reached. 
(The document showing breakdown of 1950 Surplus was. 
received in evidence and :uiarked '' Exhibit City No. 20' '.) 
l\fr. Edwards: The Court on yesterday indicated that it 
would like to have a summary exhibit showing the debt mar-
gin which was testified to by the City Manager. w·e have· 
prepared that, with the hope it is what .the Court has in mind,, 
and offer it as City Exhibit No. 2L 
(Summary Exbibit so described was received in evidence· 
and marked "Exhibit City No. 21. ") 
Judge Brown: Do you hav~ copies of those f 
Mr. Rogers: Yes, sir~ I am distributing them now. 
Mr. Koontz: I have prepared orders for sub-
page· 409 F mission to the Court making· tlle various parties.: 
whom we represent parties plaintiff to this pro-
ceeding. They have been endorsed by l\fr. Marsh for the· 
County and Mr. ,Villiams for the City. 
page 410 F Mr. Edwards: I would like to say to Judge, 
Brown that vonr calculations on those- items triat 
we were adding up yesterday were right. 
Judge Brown: They were right f 
Mr. Edwards: Yes. 
Judge Brown : TI1ank you. 
Mli. Edwards: They are reflected at tl1e corner of' Exhibit 
y 
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City 21. I don't believe we l1ave handed that up yet. I would 
like also to say that the figures testified to by Mr. Ancell 
yesterday were likewii;;e correct upon rechecking·. The Court 
will note that in Exhibit City 20 where the surplus for 1950 
is shown as $360,000, Exhibit City 19 show·s it as $851,297. 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, we would like to 
reserve the right to cross examine l\Ir. Ancell further on 
these two exhibits that have been put in. 
,Judge Brown: Do you want to do that now? 
Mr. l\IcCandlish: No, sir, we will have to have a little 
time to look them over. W" c have just seen it. 
Mr. Edwards: Mr. Ancell will be in the courtroom. 
,Judge McCarthy: Mr. Koontz., let me ask you a question: 
is the Duke-Shirley Terminal Company a property holder? 
l\Ir. Koontz: Yes, sir, this land right here along the rail-
road tracks. 
Judge Brown: Is that the same as the Shirley-Duke peo-
ple f 
page 411 ~ :Mr. Koontz: No, it is an entirely separate cor-
poration. 
Judge Brown: It is not connected with it at all? 
Mr. Koontz: No, it is 11ot. It lias been proposed to have 
industrial uses for this land here. 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Comt please, I would like to ask 
one question which can probably be elarifiecl before we study 
this thing any further, and that is on Exhibit City 20 tlu"l g·en-
eral business licenses has obviously been dropped clown to 
the next space. "\Vas it meant to leave the auto licenses blank, 
or does it throw the whole column ouH 
:Mr. Edwards: The two of them are combined. 
1\fr. McCandlish: I see, the auto licenses and general busi-
ness licenses are one item. 
Mr. Edwards: That is rig·ht. 
pag·e 412 ~ Judge Brown: A re you ready to call your next 
witness? ": 
l\Ir. McCandlish: I nm sorry to interrupt again~ if Your 
Honor please., but we lrn:ve anotlier question to ask with re-
gard to this exhibit. The next to the last item · on City Ex-
l1ibit 20 is $152,000. "\Ve have the audit for 1949 which shows 
$42.000 and we have not been able to find that $15~~000. 
:Mr . .AI1cell: That was prior to 1949, probably 1948 and 
some in 1947. Those are figures the auditor gave me as ac-
cumulative deficit. 
Mr. McCandlish: If you ndd(}d the cleficits1 maybe, from 
prior years, you would get $15210001 
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l\Ir. Ancell: Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. Edwards: Is the Court ready for us to proceed? 
J udg·e Brown: Yes. 
l\Ir. Edwards: \Ve will call l\fr. Holland. 
I will say to the Court that this witness, Mr. Holland, will 
he the last witness to he offered by the City. 
Thereupon 
Eff\Y ARD S. HOLLAND 
:t witness called by counsel for the Plaintiff, having been first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By l\Ir. Edwards: 
Q. Give us your name, please. 
page 413 ~ A. Edward S. Holland. 
Q. In what business are you engaged f 
A. Consulting- engineering and laud surveying·. 
Q. ·what has been your experience and educational back-
g-rotmcl in your chosen field? 
A. I graduated from the University· of Maryland with the 
degree of B. S. and C. E.-civil engineering· in 1933. 
Since that time I have been engaged in various phases of 
civil engineering, including surveying·, map-making, land 
planning and many of the phases of municipal engineering· 
dealing· with development of land and structures appurtenant 
thereto, and business and residential properties, both for pri-
vate interests and for federal and city governments. 
Q. ·where do you have your office? 
A. In Alexandria, Virginia. 
Q. Are you familiar witl1 the area sought to be annexed 
here in Fairfax County as well as Alexandria in general 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I direct your attention to City Exhibit C-10, which is 
on the easel to my left, and ask you if it was prepared by you 
and your staff? 
A. Yes, sir. We prepared that map showing the ownership 
of major parcels as obtained from the information and rec:... 
ords at my office, County records, the Office of · the County 
Assessor. 
page 414 ~ Q. It has been previously te~tified to in this 
case that you were a member of the Annexatio11 
; 
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Committee which was appointed to make a study and recom-
mendation to the Council. Do Y.ou have nny otb~r co1mection 
-0r any other position with the City of Alexandria t 
A. Yes, sir. I am a member of the City Planning Com-
mission.. 
Q. Did you prepare .a metes and bounds description upon 
which the ordinance was based in this case 2 
A. Yes, .sir. I prepared that description pursuant to the 
.survey made by me. 
Mr. Edw.ards: We offer the map i:n evidence as City Ex .. 
l1ibit No. 22. 
(The map so identified was received in .evidence and marked 
'' Exhibit City No .. 22 .. ' ') 
Bv Mr. Edw.ards: 
· Q. Now, :M:r. Holland, will you explain tc~ the Court ~t>~ 
the line which is on Exhibit 22 waR run and the factors which 
were taken into account in the running of it f . 
A. Yes, sir. .At a special meeting of the City Council, at 
which the Council and certain members of the Citv Staff went 
over this proposed territory, it was pointed out to. me the 
places and principles which were to guide me in a survey 
which is shown hereon. V{·e started our survey in such fashion 
as to join with the present city line and follow it to the waters 
of the Cameron Run or Holmes Ru~, as it known 
page 415 ~ further up. 
\Ve then located the Cameron Run and the 
thread of the stream as far west as its intersection with the 
westerly line of the R. F. & P Railroad. At that point we 
were instructed to follow the westerlv line of that railroad 
right-of-way. The irreg·ularties in that line are merely fol-
lowing the property line as acquired, the land as acquired, by 
the railroad company. They actually denote need on the part 
of the railroad for wider right-of-way to take care of em-
bankments and hig·h cuts. 
Too line stretches were not to include that railroad., but 
1·atbe1· to hav-e the land only of the Southern Railway, and 
to come forward as far as the wide extent of the holdings of 
the Southern Railway extended. Their right-of-way from 
this point west is narrow. ·we then followed that orig·inal 
property line, which ,mppens to be an old lin~ that extends 
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across country., and then with the railroad line to a ridge· 
which splits the drainage between a watershed line generally 
here and Turkey Cock Run line generally to the west. 
I was instructed to-
page 416 ~ Q. Just a moment. Is it desirable in running a 
line in cases of this kind to take the ridge separa t-
ing two drainage areas¥ 
A .. Yes, sir, it has a very distinct advantag·e in so far as. 
providing municipal service of sanitary sewage .. 
Q. Now in the committee of which you were- a member, rep-
resenting · the Planning Commission, was that factor taken 
into account in the recommendations made to the Council Y 
A. Yes, sir, that was one of the strong· recommendations or 
that committee to tl1e Council, that they observe lines which 
would clearly and distinctly place all of the sanitary sewer 
problems and storm water drainage problems completely in 
one jurisdiction or another as governed by the ridge or 
watershed lines.· 
Q. AH right, sir .. 
A. With few exceptfons we were able to follow p-roperty 
lines, and, incidentally, the ridge line. In a few cases that did 
not obtain, and there was no reasonable compromise, and 
we had to follow one principle or the other. It was pointed 
ont here that while this was a very large holding, the ridge-
was very distinct, and to include or exclude that whole prop-
erty-
Q- Is Hmt a farm there ? 
A. It is- an abandoned farm which has not been used to mv 
personal knowlegde for over eigllt years. " 
page 417 ~ Q. How much acreage was brought into the 
areaf 
:., A. Inside the City it is in the nature of eigbty odd acres,. 
and the area without is slightly less. 
Q. Are any active farming· operaiions going on anywhere-
in this area Y . 
A. The only active farm-grain or cattle· farm-lies in tbis 
area (indicating). The Clark holdings in this general area 
are a bona fide farm, ancl there are between five nnd ten acres· 
in one- field there. A deep ravine drains these areas, and it 
comes on into Holmes Run. That is the only piece of land to· 
my knowledge where there is a bona fide farm where there· 
are cattle or gain or those major items of agricultral pur-
suit. 
Now there is one small truck fa:rm in this vicinitv opposite 
the Shirley-Duke clevelopmcnL ~ 
) 
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Q. Outside of those two, there is 110 other bona fide farm-
land in the area ? 
A. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 
Q. Do you know whether the County has any rural zoning-
wha teved 
A. There is one area lying across the Shirley Hig'lnvay and 
on the northeasterlv side of Holmes Run which is zoned for 
rural residence. " 
Q. Rural residence 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 418 ~ Q. But there is none zoned for farming, agri-
cultural use? 
A. There is no agricultural zone. 
Q. All right, now go back to tlw line. 
A. After we have come up acroi-;s JiJdsall Road, whiclt I have 
so far described on the lines, we have followed a main prop-
erty line to the top of n very high ridge and there went to the 
edge of an existing· right of way to the south side of Shirley 
Highway. The property to the west there definitely drains 
off and goes into the Turkey Cock Run which I previously 
mentioned. 
Then we go across the Shirley Highway, and again we arc 
able to find a property line in the near vicinity of the ridge 
which divided the watershed coming to the east and the south 
from the Turkey Cock watel'shcd, and \Ye then proceeded. 
northwesterly to a subdivision line. I believe that :mbdivision 
is known as the Liucolnia Parle There again that line pre-
dominantly follows the watershed line. ,v e followed that line to within a couple of hundred feet 
of the Little River Turnpike whore we passed around one 
property which had previously come out of that subdivision 
and was not a bona fide part of it which could be drained ,vith 
the rest of this property. 
We crossed the Little River Turnpike and passed to tho 
north through an n rea which bas been generally 
pag·e 419 ~ a gT,wel pit. The defining line of the watershed 
there was very difficult to locate, and in order to 
have an ample transition period in hack of the school and 
in that commercial area, we followed that line across tlmt 
piece of property to a point of three hundred odd feet from 
the southwesterly line of the Lincolnia Honcl knovm as 6m. 
Q. ·1vas an effort inade in running this line to 
page 420 ~ avoid splitting the properties wlierever it could 
be done without leaving· the watershed which you 
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A.. Yes, sir. "\Ve did make a very definite effort to keep 
all of one piece of land, in terms of ownership, either in the 
propo:::ed city or without. That accounts for a number of 
these short jogs. 
A.t this place we find Uw ensterly line of a subdivision 
which was put on record in three different parts (indicating·), 
Liucolnia Heights-I beg· your pardon., Lincolnia Park-Lin-
colnia Heights, excuse me. 
"\Ve followed that easterlv line because in that case not 
only were we complying generall)r with the watershed but 
there was a right of way to the east of it which had lJeen 
provided for, and by the properties lying to the east, of which 
there were a number fronting· on the road. 
In addition to that there ... was a road dedicated into the 
Lincolnia Heights Subdivision, it being in effect a dual-lane 
road and a wide road, not necessarily a city street but a wide 
road which may be co~pletely maintained on either side of 
the line as an independent unit and was so designed and laid 
out by action of those property owners. 
This piece of land I have mentioned by the name of Clark, 
is rig·ht at the head waters and divide of another distinct 
ridge which we crossed in order to continue with our think-
ing of following the plan of dividing· all of the 
page 421 ~ drainage within 01· without any g·iven area. 
A~ain we follow·ed from the park land going 
easterly to the Holmes Run, a ridge line, which definitely-
was not only a ridge line but a property line. 
"\Ye then came to the Holmes Run, and after going up-
stream a short distance we 1:ame to a ~rroup of property lines 
which generally conform to th(\ ridge. "\'\7 e did~ however, cross 
four small parcels of land. "\Ve inspected those parcels of 
land and found that they were VE-ry long and narrow. By 
'long", I mean they were six or seven hundred feet long and 
only around 100 feet wide. The back end was distinctly 
separate and had a completely different approach from the 
development standpoint than the part that laid to the north 
or remaining county. 
"\Ve continue along· to a road which had no county main-
tenance number on it, which was in the edge of the vvlieat 
Subdivision and followed the line of the Wheat subdivisfon: 
to one of the streets within it. 
At that point the ridge, the area in both directions within 
and without the proposed territory, was relatively flat. There 
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~s heing separate and distinct, but it was not a matter which 
could not have been changed a few feet one way or another, 
~o our choice there was to follow rear property lines. within 
the City blocks, such tlmt the queRtion of street maintenance 
or other services lay completely with a property 
page 422 } owner and the. street on which he faced in either 
jurisdiction., either within the County or within 
the City as proposed. 
That line was followed to the Seminary Road, and from 
that point we followed an old property line which was inci-
dentally the boundary of the vVashington and Virginia Air-
port, and the north boundary in part of the Washington 
Fo1~est property that has been previously mentioned. 
"re followed that line, then to the Leesburg Turnpike, and 
turned due north, or nearly so, to strike the Arlington-Fair-
f ax Countv line and followed that back to the Citv and were 
there bound to come back to the Citv Limits of· Alexandria. 
I say we were there bound because, to have followed dis-
tinctly the watersheds in this particular area, to include every 
bit of them or leave every one of them out, would either have 
created a narrow sliver in the case of the City g·oing out and 
taking· one, or have left a narrow sliver in which we would 
have the three jurisdictions within a matter of a few feet 
of each other for quite a distance, so at that point, in that 
particular area, the distinct principle of watersheds did not 
exactly obtain, but rather, property lines and apparent usage 
of the land in a uniform category. 
That line then was followed, as I describe, back to the com-
mon corner of Alexandria, Arlington and Fairfax County at 
the King Street Road., or Leesburg Turnpike, and 
page 423 ~ the old Braddock Road. 
vVe then followed the original city boundary 
along Braddock Road, along Quaker Lane, and along the 
north line of Duke Street to the point from which we had 
started. 
Q. vVhen did the Shirley Highway go through this prop-
erty? 
A. The Shirley Highway was initiated in 1942, but became 
a usable highway through this property approximately two 
years ago. 
Q. vVhat effect has it had on subdivisions in the develop-
ment of the property? 
A. The only hvo examples of subdivision that have con-
cretely gone forward in that area since that day are the 
(i 
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Shirley-Duke and a number of small developments on Semi-
nary Road. The Shirley-Duke thought enough, apparently,. 
of the Shirley Highway that the owners thereof acquired a 
right-of-way through several parcels of land from the north 
boundary of the apartment project to the Seminary Road in: 
order to provide access to the Shirley Highway~ 
Q. Is that the road that we used when the County was tak-
ing us on a ~ight-seeing trip from Seminary Road into the· 
Shirley-Duke¥ 
.A. Wien 'tl1e trip wa:s made we had turned around anc.1 
come northwesterly along the Seminary Road, turned to our· 
left and went downhill tllrongh this new road, and into the· 
Shirley-Duke project. 
page 424 ~ Q. How mueh of the Shirley Highway is in the· 
areaf 
A. There is approximately two and a half' miles of the· 
Shirley Hig·hway within this property, within this annexed 
territory. 
Q. How much of it will be left in the County after annexa-
tion¥ 
A. Approximately flf teen miles. 
I point out that in this territory tllere are two and one-
half of these access points or clover leaves in this territory. 
Neither this series of access roads nor this series of access: 
roads, meaning the ones to the south of Leesburg· Pike and 
at Seminary Road, lmve been so far constructed. They are·,. 
I:wwever, on the plans prepared by tiie Highway Department, 
and I am informed that if and when the traffic clemancls re-
quire, tl10y wm be installed. 
Q. Do those clover leaves liave any signi:ficanc-e in the de-
velopment of this area f 
A. Yes, sir. They have very distinct significance. T110· 
cfover leaf at Seminary Road, a large parcel of land in the· 
name ·of Mark ·winklcr Ims been rezoned, some 42 acres, for 
general business. There are already certain lands rezoned or 
zoned for business in the vicinity of the Lincofaia Access: 
Road~ 
Q. Is that west of the highway f 
A. West of the Jifo;I1wav. 
page 425 ~ Q. Is that same thing true about the ·winkler 
property? 
A. That is true of the VVinTder property. 
T~ere ~re four. other major intersections or access points· 
to the Shir Iey H1gfovay on to the south, namely the EdsaJE 
Acess, Sprinfield, Pohick, and Lorton .. 
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Q. And all of those would be left with Fairfax County? 
A. Yes; that, and its final terminal, which is quite an 
elaborate road system at the south end where it joins No. 1. 
Q. Just one last question: Diel the Planning· Commission 
of which you are a member approve the annexation lines as 
zoned for this case ? 
, A. The Planning Commission as such generally concmred 
with the action of the Annexation Committee. The Annexa-
tion Committee was the one which made various recommenda-
tions to the City Council. 
l\Ir. Edwards: That is all. 
CROSS EXA:rvnNATION. 
By l\Ir. McCandlish: 
Q. How long have you been a 1~1ember of the Planning· Com-
mission in Alexandria, Mr. Holluud 1 
A. About six months. 
Q. How long have you been a member of the Chamber of 
Commercef 
A. About three years, or four years. 
pag·e 426 ~ Q. Four years l 
A. Yes. 
Q. You served on this .Annexation Committee as a member 
of the Chamber of Commerce, if, not that true? 
A. The mechanics of that were, the Committee was de-
scribed by the Council that it should have a representative 
appointed by the Chamber of Commerce. 
Q. And you were that repreRentative? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. The Chamber of Commerce had more or less taken the 
initiative in the question of this annexation, had it noU 
A. Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 
Q. Hadn't they suggested it before the City Council ap: 
pointed this committee? 
A. The Chamber of Commerce, or certain groups or com-
mittees of it, had suggested annexation to the City Govern-
ment of Alexandria to my knowledge since 1941, and at fre-
quent intervals since tllen. 
Q. When you were dra":ing· tlJis line, did you all go out on 
the ground, the Annexation Committee., and did the Cit-v 
Council go out on the ground? · 
A. Tlrn Citv Council went out on tl1e ground. 
Q. Diel you· have an~~ sugg·estions to ~·ake as a member of 
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the Annexation Committee when you went out on the ground? 
A. No. I was listening to their advice then. 
page 427 ~ They had then recommendations from the various 
advisers, that is, the committee as a whole and 
the consultants which the committee employed, and I did not 
presume on their judg·ment at that time. 
Q. Did the Council tell you why tl1e R. F. & P. Railroad 
was not included, or not to be included f 
A. Yes. Thet·e were two reasons given in that case, as I 
recall it. One, the R. F. & P. did not lend itself to the de-
velopment of an industrial project which might be located on 
its northerly boundary, and the Southern Railway being· the 
own~r of much of the land in that area west of Holmes Run, 
it would be the logical developer or promoter of development 
of that area and there seems to be no justification for taking 
the R. F. & P. since we could see no tangible connection with 
the environment to the north. The other reason was that we 
felt that that railroad did fit in, as proven by certain activities 
of the R. F. & P. in producing siding space a little further 
along their rig·ht-of-way, to the envoronment of the land to 
the south in g·eneral, and we did not want to face the claim 
that we were just g·rabbing tl1e railroad for such revenue 
benefits as mig·ht come. In other words, the County and the 
Citv would eacl1 have an eoual amount of railroad for what 
be1iefit it might be to the va{·iouR jurisdictions. 
Q. How many annexation lines have you run before, Mr. 
Holland? 
page 428 ~ A. Annexation lines? I have never run any 
before. 
Q. I understood Mr. Edwards to say to you that it was 
not customary to follow ridge lines. How do you know 
whether it is customary or not, if you have never run one 
before? 
A. I have, during the proce~R of the study of this case, 
and from certain associations which I had in the Falls Church 
case, worked with consulting- eng'ineers., and with our City 
cng'ineers, and have adopted as my own conclusion their con-
clusions that the division on ,,mtcr-shed lines is a verv im-
portant economic factor in any administration of an area. 
Q. As a matter of fact, don't most of them stop at a road 
or stream, or natural boundary of that sort rather than a 
ridge linet 
A. I do not know that to be a. pm·ticular fact, but in the 
ct1se of the old boundary of Alexandria, it has Romewhat been 
the case, and in the case of Quaker Lane and Duke Street, 
:··':·-·?.. .. ::.,-._..\:;, .. ,·:~. 
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and old Seminary Road, they have been a grievous souroo of 
trouble to the City throughout that period. 
Q. "\Veil, the line in 1930 was a compromise line. That 
wasn't a line that was laid out when they planned to annex. 
A. The Duke Street portion was not. However, the Quaker 
Laue line and part of the Seminary Road line, I understand:, 
were quite similar to the original petition. 
page 429 } Q .. Now, you have prepared a niap over here 
showing- the property owners, is not that correctY 
Hepresented by Mr. Koontz there 1 
A. Yes, sir. That is City Exhibit No. 10. 
Q. Have you made any estimate, Mr. Holland., of the acre-
~ge in the area where there are., say, two or three acres held 
in one ownershipf ·what total acreage is--
A. The total acreage of the-
Q. Yes. 
A. No, I have not broken that down in that fashion. 
Q. I did not quite understand the Dowden Terrace Divi-
sion. Is that a ridge line there, or did you follow the streets 
there? 
A. No, sir, it is very close to t1ie ridge line but we followed 
the rear lines of lots in the subdivision; categ·orically speak-
ing, halfway between the two streets within the subdivision. 
Q. Now, isn't the land northeast of the Seminary Road a 
different watershed from the land southwest of the Seminary 
Road? 
A. Quite different. That is the watershed, the Theologi-
eal Seminary and the Episcopal High School, and much of 
that territory drains into what is called the Taylor's Run 
watershed, w·hicb the City now sewers. · 
Q. And it can also be drained into tbe Arling-
page 430} ton sewer, Four Mile Run sewer line. 
I mean that it lies in such a fashion that it can 
be drained into that f 
A. Much of it could by artificial changes, but yon would 
not dare change the storm water. You would not be per.-
mi tted to change those-correction. It would not be sound 
to chang-e the drainage of the storm water from that area 
out of Taylor's Run into Four Mile Run, because you would 
be introducing storm water foreign to the area to the north, 
by crossing up a watershed. 
Q. Now, you spoke of commercial zoning at the Lincolnia 
access to the ShirleJ- Highwa}r. That has been commercial 
for some 15 years, has it not? 
A. I believe, if you recall, I corrected myself. I said that 
'-sl~·· ·• · .... · .. >. .. ·•··••.=·,····,>·,., '·"·· 
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land is zoned ancl made the statement in such a way to imply 
that it was not a rezoning as I had previously stated in the-
Winkler case. 
Q. Mr. Edwards spoke to you about going down this right-
of-way from Seminary Road through Shirley-Duke, on this. 
tour! 
A. Yes., sir .. 
Q. That was done on the second day of the tour when the: 
County was operating the bus, is not that correct t 
A. I believe I made that clea1·. 
Mr. ~IcCa~dlish: That is all .. 
page 431} RE-DIRECT EXA.l\UNATION. 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. Mr. Holland, on yesterday it was testified that $15-,000: 
had been added to the Planning Budget in order to plan this: 
area. Do yon think that s1:1m will be sufficient added to what 
the City Planning Commissioner is now getting! 
A. Added to what the Planning Connnissioner is now get-
ting as a budget figure t 
Q. Yes. 
A. I would like to state it this wav: Tbat that is sufficient 
to keep abreast of the apparent development in that area, for 
a year~ 
Q. You made some reference to certain roads as having 
given grievous trouble by having been used as a boundary 
line in the previous aunexa tion case. ·why did you say tba tr 
A. In 1944 I served the City as a private consultant in the· 
matter of preparing a rezoning map, a rezoning study, and 
changing certain zoning ordinances of tl1e City. In our study 
of tla~ Duke Street area, we were confronted with the prob-
lem of how:. to Imndle that to tlle best advantage of tbe Citv. 
And our recommendations as to what to do in thut area 
were hampered by the fact that we Iiad absolutely no control 
of the properties across the street, some of which were in 
commercial use, some of which were not conducive to the hig·h 
type of re~idential use we would like to Iiave ex-
page 432 f tended from the body of the area north of Duke, 
Street. 
That was entirely-the land to tI1e south was entirehr out 
of our control, and the uses to which that land was put~ were· 
not consistent with file conceiYecl planning uses for the north 
side~ 
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Again we find on Quaker Lane a continuous source of dis-
sension because of the fact that tliaf street lying wholly within 
the City was serving residents of ..... i\.lexandria only on one 
side of the street, residents of the County who paid no city 
taxes into tl1e City on the other, and as an artery for many 
of the residents of the County/ to reach from Duke Street by 
private car and public transportation to the vicinity of the 
Fairlingfon Shopping Center and LePsburg Pike. 
Now that has been a very difficult problem to handle, and 
again we run into planning and zoning problems, as well as 
administrative problems along·, not only Quaker Lane, but 
Seminary Road to the north. 
Q. So, from the engineering and planning standpoint, the 
use of the street line., in your opinion, is filled with these 
grievances that you mention f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Mr. :McCandlish asked you something about tracts of 
land consisting of two or three acres in the annexed area. 
Does tlie development of an nrea such as that 
page 433 ~ involved in this case and development generally 
in this area, stem from ownership of two or three 
acres, or from larger acreage, like the ,vinkler Properties or 
the Stone properties, or the Shirley-Duke properties 1 
page 434 ~ 1'Ir. Mccandlish: ,Just a minute, if the Court 
please, I do not know that Mr. Holland if; qualified 
to answer that question. He has been qualified as a civil en-
gineer and he has been six monthR on the Planning· Commis-
sion. I scarcely think he is in a position to answer that ques-
tion. 
Mr. Edwards: There is no man in northern Virginia ,vho 
is more familiar with the subdivisions and planning of Fair-
fax Countv than this man on the stand. 
Mr. McCandlish: I a~:ree, but I still don't think that that 
qualifies him to answer the question . 
• Judge Brown: Ohjeetion overruled. 
l\Ir. l\IcCandlish: ,v e will note an exception. 
The Witness: The places that were visited during- the tour 
bv the Court both to the west and south of Alexandria wel'e 
notably the development of large tracts of land, lanrn pa reels 
of land, and the places that Rho,ved very lrnplmzard develop-
ment were consistently the result of parceling out these 
smaller size tracts, which aecording to mv experience as a 
surveyor and from tl1e land records I find nrc frequently a 
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laud by a man to his children, and they live in or near his 
home. 
,Judge Brown: ·what wai::; your question f 
Mr. Edwards: I asked him if in the development of terl'i-
tory did it stem from small ownership or did it 
page 435 ~ stem from larger ownership like Shirley-Duke 
aud vVillston. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. Did you understand the question, Mr. Holland? 
A. Y cs, sir, and I was trying· to point out to the Court that 
the small parcels are arrived at in a most haphazard manner 
and al'e developed in a most haphazard manner, because they 
are not a part of the development scheme, and the big in-
crease in value and land use has come about through Shirley-
Dnke, Bucknell, Fairhaven, Belle Haven, Dowden Terrace, 
for instance. .All have come about by virtue of large owner-
ships. 
The other places we have seen developed like Beacon Hill 
Road and Edsall Road, where we have 8een houses, are all a 
matter of parceling out two and three acre pieces at a time 
and the development is w~ry incon~istent. 
Mr. Edwards: That is all. 
RE-CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCancllish : 
· Q. Can you tell the Court what the annexation line of 1930 
is as requested by the City of Alexandria in its ordinance, 
as it would be shown on this map? 
A. The requested line in the ordinance? 
Q. Yes. 
A. I don't believe I could answer that, lV[r. McCandlish .. 
T\fr. McCandlish: That is all. 
Mr. Edwards: I have one further question. 
pag·c 436 ~ RE-DIHECT EXAMINATION .. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
· Q. ·who is l\Ir. Kelly on the Alexandria Planning Commis-
sion? ._ 
A. Mr. Kelly is the developer of the National Capital Park 
and Planning Commis~ion in v\T a-shington and' also serves, on 
·.~·,-,:::::::):"\':,".\~'.==.=:'::-}'.•:•\:::·.'.·.·~' 
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the N-afional Park Service as one of the head officials. I don't 
know what title that carries. 
l\fr. Edwards: All right, that is all. 
Judg~ :McCarthy: ·wm you show us on t1mt map where 
tlw Clark farm is on Columbia Pike, please 1 . 
The ,vitness: The Clark fa rm holdiug·s come right in at 
wllat looks like a square inch there, and his land extends to-
ward the north and the west, your Honor . 
• Judge McCarthy: Show me where Columbia Pike would 
-come in. · 
The Witness: Columbia Pike would be iu about that posi-
tion (indicating). 
Judge Brown: Is tllat the. same Clark farm that 1s on 
Columbia Pike? 
The ,Vitness; Yes, it is part of the same holding-
Judge McCarthy: Show us where the house is. 
Mr. Edwards: Take this red pencil and outline it for the 
Court. 
The Witness: The house with the main barns 
page 437 } is in this vicinity. There are other residences, I 
· believe, which may be tenant homes over in this 
section . 
• Judge McCarthy: Does the roadway shown just southwest 
of there divide the Dowden home from tl1e Clark property? 
The Witness: Yes. This is the low place in Columbia Pike 
rig·ht by the reservoir. ,v e come a little further and Lin-
-colnia Road splits off of Columbia Pike. 
Judge Brown: Isn't all of the Clark farm in the Holmes 
Run watershed! 
The Witness: Yes, but it is on the other side tributaries. 
I beg· your pardon, sir, the answer is no. A great deal of 
that farm in this section, sir, which is a good half of the farm, 
drains down to the headwaters of Turkev Cock Run. I have 
had occasion to study that for other reasons than annexation., 
and I know that that is a fact. Much of this Linoolnia Heights 
subdivision follows the same drainage as does the westerly 
or southern part of that farm. 
. Judge Brown: Is it your idea not to take anything that 
<l rains into Turkev Cock Run? 
The Witness: -That is true. It would create the need of 
another whole trunk sewer line up there and all of the storm 
w·ater problems which would g·o with it. If you would jump 
into the Turkey Cock Run, you would come back to the Mount 
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low that and come to tl1e southwest on the extension of Co-
lumbia Pike for about two thousand feet and then 
page 438 ~ follow generally across the ridge to the Lynch 
home and cut down to Little River Turnpike about 
where the transformer station of Vepco is. Then you cross 
the road and just east of the old Braddock Roa:d, in the Brad-
dock subdivision which the Lynches put on-
.Judge Wrown: vVell, why do you make that angle up there 1' 
The Witness : This angle, sir¥ 
Judge Brown: Yes. ,vhy don't you just cut straight 
across there f 
The ·witness: ·well, you will cut several properties if you 
cut straight across, and you will have to come down about 
this far (indicating·) before yon will have gotten back to the· 
other ridge that is clown in here to the south of the present 
line. This land is all broken np in small ownerships. 
Judge Brown: If it all goes into Holmes Run, what dif-
ference does it make whether you follow one ridge or an-
other! 
The Witness: That is quite true,. your Honor. "\Ye could 
follow any of many ridg·es·. 
Judge Brown: I was just trying to find out what the idea 
of going up on that angle was. 
The ·witness: ·well, this line seemed a very logical line· 
after studying' the use8 and the drainage. Now we dicln 't see-
any reason to come way in here to this next one nor to go up, 
in this one to the nortll. 
page 439 ~ J udg·e Brown: "Wby can't you go straight 
across there? 
The V{itness: You could g·o straight across. You would 
cut a little watershed and you would cnt across five prop-
erties . 
. .r1i1dge Brown: Well, it wouldn't change the watershed a 
bit, would iU Isn't that an in Holmes Run watershed? 
The Witness: Holmes Run, yes. It is only a subdrainage 
area,1 a sub-trunk sewer area that lies tllere. It all does come-
to Holmes Run. Everytlling· we l1ave snggested comes to 
Holmes Run~ 
,Judge Brown: That is all. 
l\fr. Edwards: I would simply like to point out to tbe 
Court that if you would like to examine Exhibit Citv 10 at 
some later time that all of these farms inclndin!r tI1e Clark 
farm and the Dowden farm a re described bv nan{e there. If 
you want to look at tliat privately, the nan1es of all of the 
owners will be on the map for your information. 
',·.y-.).f .:.}~.r..= 
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• Judge Brown: Very well. 
Mr. Edwards: That is the City's case. 
Judge Brown: We might as ";-ell take a little recess. 
Mr. Koontz: I have one witness, which should 
page 440 ~ not take long·. 
l\fr. l\rfoCandlish = I prefer to do that, if Your 
Honor please. 
Thereupon 
PAUL T. STONE 
was called as a witness by coun~el for certain Intervenors and, 
having been duly sworn., was examined and testified as fol-
lows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By l\Ir. Koontz: 
Q. ,vm you state your name, please' 
A. :i\Iv name is Paul T. Stone. 
Q. What is your occupation, Mr. Stone t 
A. I am a builder and developer. 
Q. How long have you been pursuing that occupation 1 
A. Approximately thirty years. 
Q. How long have you been opera ting· as a builder and de-
veloper in this area, that is, the Alexandria-Fairfax area, or 
the Alexandria-Fafrrax-Arlingfon area? 
A. Most of my work has been in Arlington. .Approximately 
twenty years. Prior to that I was at Norfolk, Virginia. 
Q. Mr. Stone, do you own any land in tlrn territory pro-
posed to be annexed by tlie City of Alexandria 1 
A. I do. 
page 441 ~ Q. Approximately how many acres, 
A. 80 to 85 acres. 
Q. Could you point that out 1 
A. This that is shown in green. 
Q. J\fr. Stone, for what purpose did you procure that land 1 
A. For the building- of npartment houses. 
Q. Approximately how largo an apartment development c1r 
you intend to put in there? 
A. Fourteen hundred familie~. 
Q. :Mr. Stone, when you first knew of this annexntion pro-
ceecling by the City of Alexandria, wl1y did ~)'ou determine to 
intervene in favor of annexation by the City? 
' .,• 
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A. I believed that iuy interest would be better sustained in 
Alexandria, through a better school system, police force, fire 
protection, and sanitation. 
Q. The fact that this laud has not been built on now, that 
it is still undeveloped land, does that alter your opinion any 
as to why it should come into the City·7 
A. Not a bit. I think it being unimproved and raw ground 
makes it more to my interest to go into the city than if it 
were built on. 
Q. w·hy? 
A. Because your planning· can be handled better, sir. Every-
thing about it can be handled better as a raw 
page 442 ~ state of ground-streets and everything like that. 
Q. You mention streets. Can you amplify that 
a little? 
A. ·well, in other words., our st~·eet would tie in better with 
what is proposed by the City of Alexandria. In other words, 
I built three apartment houses in Alexandria. Everything 
has worked out very nicely. I could possibly show you tlie 
locations l1ere. 
This is my ground here, and I am blocked in this area by 
the l\Iemorial Highway, but I don't know how these streets 
work out nor these streets will work out. 
Q. In other words, you wish to avoid patchwork streets°! 
A. Very much so. Everybody likes to do a creditable job. 
Mr. Koontz: Your witne~s. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. l\foCandlish : 
Q. "'Where do you live, sid 
A. l\.fy residence is at 6103 ·wilson Lane, Bethesda, Mary-
land; my Virgfoia offic~, 2601 South Glebe Road; my Dis-
trict of Columbia office 927-Fifteenth Street, Northwest. 
Q. How long have you owned this piece of property Y 
A. I would say approximately four years, sir. 
Q. How is the property zoned Y 
.A. It is zoned apartment today, I believe, sir. 
Q. Your interest in this matter is purely an 
page 443 ~ economic interest, then? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you ever owned any property before that was an-
nexed into a cityY 
A. Yes, sir. 
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'Q. ·where was tha U i 
A. Norfolk, Virginia. ·2 
l\fr. Mccandlish: Thnt is an.·· .. -I 
f 
Bv Mr. Keith: , 
~Q .. Let me ask you a questior, :r:.rr. Stone~ If the City En-
.gfoeer told you that your prorer~y could not drain into the 
City sewer system., would that cha1~ge your opinion any! 
A. It would not. ~ , 
Q. You are familiar w'ith the S~irley-Duke Apartment De-
velopment, and the apartment dJ~lopment in the northwest 
:section of Alexandria, Fairlingi:o- ·;l?'r Pn-rkfairfaxf 
A. Parkfairfax.. _.... 
Q. Are you familiar with th,upe? 
A. I built an apartment housV)ight across the street from 
it, sir. I\,. .\ ~ 
Q. The streets in both of tii3so 'developments are all in-
ternal, aren't they? 4 , 
A. In the development of P arkfiirf ax, I don't know the 
topography, but it is very high .. oTo- nd to the back, and there 
would be no otl1er ,~;v J! do it, sir. 
page 444} Q. How about S,,i1te ·. Duket 
A. Shirley-Duke 1:--f'it\lll not conversant with it. 
Q. Look at it on the map. ' 
A. That would not tell me. l do riot know the topography. 
I do know the topographical area of Parkfairfax. That ·is 
wbv the cul de sac is here. · 
Q. Isn't that general develol)ment for any apartment proj-
ect? 
A. I think that is a bcauti.fully la~d-out piece of ground, 
sir, after you know tl1e topog-rapbical layout of it. 
Q. So 110w the streets are, is pretty much up to the de-
veloper, isn't iU , -' 
A. It would have to be i~ this case because there would 
be no other way to go ovev the ridge. You would have to 
~ccede fourteen to fift~en P~!" t~e11t grades. 
I 
Mr. Keith: That is all. I 
1 r, ' 
I 
RE-DIREO'T EXAMINATION. 
I By Mr. Koontz: / 
Q. Mr. Stone, is it not true that at the time where the 
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City of Alexandria,. it was t1ore or less in the same condition 
your land is now! . , 
A. I denticaL It was all\ W'loded and a nry rough piece of' 
g1·ound. 1· 
Q. From y01~r ·iamiliarity as a developer in this. 
page 445 ~ areal would yo,µ ~ay that the land to the west oi 
Shirley Highw~ly is now ready for urban develop-
ment! i 
A .. Yes,. sir .. That is vetY qne ground, I think. 
Q .. That is the reason y~u i . re here now ·l 
A. Yes., sir. 1i 
Mr .. l\foCandlish: Thai~1, ~IL 
Judge Brown: Do you ff 'e any of her witnesses f 
Mr. Koontz: No more,.~'-ff: is, unless your Honor wisI1es·. 
to hear some more~ , · 
Judge Brown: Not m{1esf yon want to put them on. 
Mr .. McCa:ndlish: If th~ c1mrt please, we would like about a fifteen-minute recess S(~ w~ can look over these exhibits. orr 
Judge Brown: All 1"ig. _t. ~e will take a recess. 
behalf of Mr. Ancell. t 
( A brief recess was ta . . '"'-J .,_ 
page 446 ~ Mr. McCapdliib: If the Court please, I would'. 
like to call Mr; A11.cell back to the witness stand. 
Thereupon 
·wrLL!AM: GPY ANCELL 
a witness called by couhsel for the Plaintiff, having been pre-
viously sworn, resumed the stai1d ancl testified further as fol-
lows: 
' 
FURTHER CROSS 'EXAl\IINATION. 
, ; \ 
By Mr. McCandlish: -\ 
Q. You I1ave this City Ex~ibit No. 20 before you, Mr. An-
eeIU 1 
A. Yes., sir. - i 
Q. We have been unable to dete1 mine, Mr. Ancell, how you 
arrived at ~o?r figure which is the. next to the last figure· 
on page exh1b1t known as City No. 20~ namely, $152,288, 
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Q. You have already explained by saying that they are 
deficits for previous years, but isn't that budget accumula-
tive? Doesn't the budget for 1949 as prepared by Emest & 
Ernest show all deficits for 1949 and previous years'? 
A. That I am not sure of. This figure was furnished to mo 
by our auditor as our accumulated deficits to date. 
Q. You do not know whether that is correct or not1 
A. No. 
Q. Or you do not know how he arrived at it? 
A. I do not. 
page 447 ~ Q. Now I note that you carried the Battle 
School Fund, $248,150-
Mr. Marsh: Just a minute. The Judge seems to be look-
ing for something. 
Judge McCarthy: ,vas not that audit you were talking 
about handed in here the other dav? 
Mr. McCandlish: He just read "from it, Your Honor. 
Judge McCarthy: All right. 
By lI r. Mc Candlish : 
Q. Among your items of revenue you have included the 
Battle School Fund of $248,150. It is your position that that 
can be counted as surplus f 
A. That is revenue received in this yea"r, and it was awardec;l 
to us for the purpose of reducing,, or applying to our school 
debt. 
Q. ·what is your total school debt now, Mr. Ancell? 
. A. That I would not know. But the $248,150 was our debt 
service cost for schools for one year, 1950. 
Q. ,,r ell, are you aware of the fact that that money cannot 
be used for anything else i 
A. No, I am not aware of that fact. Because it can be used 
for school debts. Aud we can pay that $248,150, it cnn be 
applied to the debt service of the schools in 1950. That will 
leave us another $248,150. 
Q. Are you aware of the provisions of Chapter 
page 448 ~ IV of the Acts of l 950 which provide among other 
things, tllat if your indebtedness does not come 
to that much, that the money must be held in trust by the 
State until you do have some Rchool construction! 
A. I am fairly familiar with that, yes, sir. But we com-
plied, and so passed by the State Board of Education, as be-
ing· awarded this money because w·e had met our then-present 
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Q. Yes, sir. 
A. Therefore the money was ff\Varded to us to apply to our 
school debt, or debt service. 
Q. And you do not know how much that is i 
A. Yes, sir. I just told you. It is this identical amount. 
I think it is $248,150.10. \Ye used no pennies in here in our 
·calculations. 
Q. Let me ask you this question: If the school debt is this 
exact amount and you apply this money to the school debt.,. 
it would relieve your general budget only by the amount you 
would have normally paid tl1is year ou this school debt? 
A. Bv that identical amount. 
Q. Xot by this amount? 
A. That is how this amount was arrived at. That was our 
school debt for 1950. 
Q. Your school debt for 1950? 
A. Debt service : ves. sir. 
page 449 ~ Q. That is all. · · · 
One more question. Have you received the 
$248,150? 
A. Yes., sir. 
Mr. Mc Candlish: That is all. 
pag·e 450 ~ Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, at this 
time we would like to make a motion to strike the 
evidence of the Plaintiff on the grounds that the burden of 
proof which is necessary to support the ordinance has not 
been carried by the Citv of Alexandria and for that reason the 
ordhiance should be dismissed and the notice for order au-
thorizing annexation. 
Juclg·e Brown: The motion is denied at this time. 
Mrs. l\foCandlish : All right, sir, and we would like to have 
an exception in the record. 
Now, if the Court pl«?as~, at this time we will introduce 
two exhibits by stipulation. The first is the public health 
exhibit which we would like to introduce as County No. 17. 
It is agreed that that may be introduced without further 
proof. I have furnished one copy to Mr. Rogers, but I wiH 
furnish a couple more. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit County No. 17.") 
( ', 
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Mr. McCandlish: This is an exhibit showing the organi-
-zation and staff of the department, and so forth. 
Judge Brown: I thought we had the testimony on that. 
Mr. Edwards: '-Ne did that in lieu of bringing the docu-
ment here to save time, by virtue of stipulating with Mr. Mc~ 
Candlish. 
Mr. Rogers: It simply shows certain budget figures and 
other pertinent facts that we would like to s11bmit 
page 451 ~ in this manner rather than have the testimo~y .. 
Mr. McCancllish: The same is true witl:i the 
Department of Public Vv elf are, which we would like to intro-
duce as County Exhibit No .. 18. That is to be introduced by 
stipulation without further proof. 
(The document so identified waR received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit County No. 18.") 
Mr. McCandlish: The first witness I would like to call is 
Mr. T. E. McDonough. 
'Thereupon, 
THO:M.AS E. McDONOUGH 
was called as a witness by counsel for the Defendant and, 
lmving been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
.. Q. Please state your name, residence, and occupation, Mr. 
:McDonough. 
A. Thomas E. McDonough. I am electrical inspector for 
Fairfax County, and my residence is Annandale. 
Q. Annandale is in Fairfax Countv? 
A. That is right. ~ 
Q. What are your duties in connection with your office as 
ele~trical inspector? 
A. To supervise the installation of all electri-
page 452 }- cal equipment., wires, conduits, and cables for use 
of electrical power purposes in all buildings with-
in the County, according to the National Electrical Code and 
the ordinance as adopted in the County in 1945. 
Q. What is your background in this type of work, Mr. Mc-
Donough? 
/> , . 
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.A.. Twenty-six and a half years with the Power Company 
in the local area, and I don't recall the exact number of years;. 
I started in 1934 or '351 I believe it was, as a member of 
the Electrical Board1 and have been a member regularly since 
that time in' either this County or .Arlington County, and in 
a supervisory capacity in engineering and operations and 
management for the Power Company during that same pe-
riod. 
Q .. ·what staff do you have in your office, Mr. l\foDonough i 
.A. .. I have three assistant electrical inspectors and two 
clerks in the office. 
Q. Do the electrical inspectors work on a full-time basis t 
.A.. All of them. 
Q. And the clerks, also i 
A. Everything· on foll-time, yes sir. 
Q. What is the average time that it takes yon to make an 
inspection if you are called on to do it 1 
A. The average run will run about, I will say, 30 minutes,. 
approximately. 
page 453 ~ Q. "\\That standard is it you said you used? 
. .A.. The National Electrical Code. 
Q. "That is the purpose of these electrical inspections f 
A. To prevent property damages and personal injury 
through fire or perhaps grounding· of equipment, accidentaI 
grounding, which could mean personal injury and in some 
cases, high resistant grounds will start fires. 
Q .. How are the funds in your office handled 1 
A. The funds are paid in by the persons who are registered 
through our office and those taking out permits, and those 
funds are turned over to tlle Treasurer's office, along with 
the form of the permit or registration certificate. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit showing the total ex-
penditures for your office for the period October 1., 1949',. 
through September 30, 1950 f 
A. Yes., sir. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: V{ e would like to introduce that as Countv 
Exhibit 19'. • 
(Table showing expenditures Office of Electrical Inspector,. 
was received in evidence and marked '' County Exhibit No. 
19. ") 
By Mr. McCand1isI1: 
Q .. That is self-explanatory, is it not, Mr. McDonought 
-
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A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCandlish: That is all. 
page 454 ~ CR,OSS EX.L\MINATION. 
By l\Ir. Edwards: 
Q. Did the County have an electrical inspector before you 
came with them? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the Code was passed in 1945 f 
A. Yes, sir. There was a code prior to that, also. 
Q. Do you consider this inspection service very import-
anU 
A. Yes, sir, I certainly do, from a fire as well as an acci-
dent-prevention standpoint. 
Q. Do you feel the same way about building inspection and 
plumbing inspection 1 
A. Yes, sir, I do. 
Mr. Edwards: That is all. 
Mr. McCandlish: That is all. 
Thereupon 
MISS RUTH ASHBURN 
was called as a witness by counsel for the Defendants, and 
having been duly sworn, was examined and testified as fol-
lows: 
DIRECT EX.AJIINATION. 
By Mr. McCandlish: 
Q. Tell the Court your name, residence, and occupation, 
Miss Ashburn. 
A. It is l\fiss Rush Ashburn, and I live in Alex-
page 455 ~ andria., Virginia. I am the Cqunt}r Librarian for· 
Fairfax Countv. 
Q. How long have you been Librarian of Fairfax County? 
A. Since .June of 1946. I took over the office of librarian 
in July. The former librarian stayed throug·h the month of 
June, but I came to the library in .Tune. 
Q. V{hat are your qualifications in library work J 
A. I am a trained librarian, having graduated from George 
vVashington University and also tlJC Library School of Syra-
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cuse University, in New York. I am also certified for the 
State of Virgfoia and have, since 1941 been in administrative 
positions in library work. 
Q. ·what staff do you have in your office? 
A. There are six of us altogether. I am the only profes-
sionallv-trained librarian on the staff. The five others are 
clericai assistants; rather, four are considered clerical as-
sistants and the fifth, Henry Amber, is my Bookmobile driver, 
but he also does some clerical work. 
Q. Do you receive aid from tbe State and the County? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. In approximately what proportions? 
A. ,ye have for the last two years received $1~250 from 
the State in state aid which must be spent for books. For 
1949-1950 our·budget from the County was $22,000 and $1,250 
came from the State. Before that we received $1,000 from 
the State. 
page 456 ~ Q. How many 0£ these Bookmobiles do you 
have? 
A. We have two Bookmobiles. We have a small Chevrolet 
delivery truck which was the original Bookmobile, first 
brought to tl1e County throug·h "\VP A, and then we also have 
a larg·e Bookmobile, an International the size of a school bus. 
Q. "'What seryices do you render with these Bookmobiles f 
A. ,vith the Bookmobiles, 
Q. Yes. 
A. We go out all over the County taking· books directly to 
individuals and to schools and to the libraries in the County, 
the existing town libraries. ·we had at the end of June, 1950, 
1•.·, 121 Bookmobile stops. Bookmobile stops are stops direct1y 
;. in a community where the public comes to the Bookmobile 
~~, and borrows the books directly. Then besides those stops at 
~ r the end of ,June we had 30 public deposit stations, stations 
f in homes, private homes, in stores, post offices, places like 
that, where we take a depo$it of hooks, anywhere from 25 to 
100 books or more, leave them there for a month and tl1en 
the people in that GOmmunity can borrow the books from that 
deposit, and at the end of the month they exchange them f'or 
other books. 
Q. Do you furnish in quite a number of instances booI{s to 
people who otherwise could not get to a librarv f 
A. Yes, sir. • 
Q. How many books do you handle in a year 6l 
page 457 ~ Have you any idea about thaU 
.A. Our circulation last year was only f o:r a six 
·.;:.w·.1·:;·:;:(.,;"J'/"1_.~··;;:::/!.J 11 ,·:·:;~·;·.~ 
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months' period, because we ~veC·building our headquarters 
library and had to discontinue Bookmobile service for a pe-
riod of about six mouths, when we were building·, because we 
had to move out and place our books in storage, so that the 
circulation for 1949-1950, ending· with June, 1950, amounted 
to 126,499. However, the year before that, which was for a 
full twelve months, our circulation ,vas 205,000, or a little 
over. 
Q. ·when you speak of circulatfon, what do you mean by 
that 0l 
A. The number of times a book or other material owned 
by the library has gone out. 
Q. What is the g·overning· body of your library? 
A. It is the Board of Trustees. 
Q. And how are they appointed 1 
A. They are appointed by the Judge of the Circuit Court.· 
Q. Miss Ashburn, have you prepared an exhibit showing 
the library service in the area proposed to be annexd by the 
Ci tv of Alexandria f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. If there is any part of that exhibit that is not self-ex-
planatory, I would like you to explain it to the 
page 458 ~ Court. For instance, the stops and so f ortb. 
What do they mean Y 
A. We have a stop in Lincolnia in a cenhal section of Lin-
coluia. Any one in that area may come there and borrow. 
"re have also a stop near the Delta Homes on Duke Street 
extended., and any one in that area may come there and bor-
row. We do not at present have a stop at Shirley-Duke 
Apartments, except we went, for the first time, this month to 
the school there, but we had had a number of requests and I 
am trying to reorganize the route that passes that area, that 
goes by that area, so that we may put in a stop there as they 
,have requested. 
(The Tabulation of Library Services was received in evi-
dence and marked '' County Exhibit No. 20. '') 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. That figure of 175, the first figure opposite Lincolnia 
means-
A. The number of books that went out in the month of 
March, 1950. 
Q. Do you serve colored patrons as well as white patronsY 
A. Yes. That is a State Law, that we serve everyone. 
\. 
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Q. In library circles, what is the thinking oi the Book-
mobile as against the walk-in Library1 
A. A Bookmobile is less expensive to run, less expensive· 
than branch service, for instance. You have to 
page 459 ~ have a headquarters library,. of co1.1rse, with your 
· reference material, but in a county of this size, 
we have found it is the opinion of others in the library fielcl 
that the Bookmobile can serve them much more efficiently 
than separate libraries. 
Q. Have any large metropolitan areas used Bookmobiles 1 
A. Yes, sir. A great many have. Just recently ·washing-
fon, D. C. has added a. Bookmobile., and I understand that 
they expect, if they get the money for them, to get more. They 
are using them in place of branches in communities where-
they have no branch libraries and no other service. 
The first one in Virginia was put in this past year in Dan-
ville, the :first City Bookmobile. They have a large City 
Library as well, but they are using the Bookmobile to reach 
their outer districts. 
Q. What is the normal-I don't Imow whether you have· 
answered this or not, but what i':l the normal circulation of' 
a book per year in the library¥ Have you any ide·a about 
that? · 
A. Well, we operate once a month on our various routes,. 
so the majority of the books that are borrowed by the patrons 
could not go out to the borrowers much more than one book a 
month.. However, those books that are used in tile schools or· 
deposits are read much more often than. that. And we also 
have seven-day books, books that are current and are in de-
mand, and we send them out through the mail and the bor-
rower keeps them for a week and then somebody else gets: 
them. 
Q. Wbere is your central building located? " 
page 460 ~ A. In the Town of Fairfax, back of the Coui·t-
house green. 
Q. WI10 owns that building?' 
A. It is owned by the Board of Trustees .. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: That is all. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. ,Do you have a substation in ,vest ;Lawn r 
A. No, sir .. 
.~.~ ~ ,··:~ ,·;'."!:., i , I,\.·.':-•.,•, .. _.·,:,;,>=! ,Y!)f,:.:; 
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Q. Do you have a branch librnry in 1V est Hampton? 
A. \Ve do not own any branch libraries. · 
Q. Branch libraries_:despite the advantages of the Book-
mobile under certain circumstanc,~s, they are not as desir-
able as if you could have branch libraries, for certain areas, 
as far as the Bookmobile goes? 
A. Branch libraries are very advantageous out in some sec-
tions, very heavily populated sections. But unless they are 
heavily settled, the Bookmobile w·ould be of considerable 
merit. 
Q. Take the Shirley-Duke development we are seeking to 
annex. There are 7,100 people there now. Would a branch 
library there be of more advantage than the Bookmobile f 
A. Yes., I believe it would be in an area of that size. 
Q. Are you familiar with the Alexandria Library Y 
A. Yes, I am. 
page 461 ~ Q. ,vhat do you th.ink of it¥ 
A. It has given a lot of good service. It needs 
a lot of improvement, however. I have known both the pres-
ent librarian and the librarian before that. 
Mr. Edwards: That is all. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: That is all. 
May this witness be excused¥ 
l\Ir. Edwards: As far as we are 
l\Ir. McCandlish: l\Ir. McIntosh. 
Thereupon 
concerned, she may be. 
CARL l\IcINTOSH 
n witness called by counsel for the Defendants, having been 
first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows : 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. 1\IcCandlish : 
·Q. Tell the Court your name, please, residence and occupa-
tion. 
A. My name is Carl :McIntosh. I am Chief of Police. My 
1·esidence is Chesterbrook, Virg-inia. 
Q. Is that in Fairfax County? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long have you lived in the Countyf 
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Q. What is your background in police work, Mr. :McIntosh? 
A. I joined the service in 1921 as a deputy 
page 462 ~ sheriff, and worlwd in that capacity· for eight 
years. Then I was a traflic officer for several 
years. For the past ten yearH I have been chief of police. 
Q·. Now, how was the police department in this county 
createcH 
A. It was created under Act of the General Assemhlv. 
Q. Wuen was that? • 
A. 1939-1940, I believe. 
Q. That Act divorced it from the Sheriff's Office! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the problem of law enforcement is now entirely in 
the hands of the Police Department? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, just for the information of the Court I would like 
for you to explain the men and equipment you had when the 
Department was first created in 1.940, and now. 
A. "'\Yell, when the Department was created in 1940, in 
.July,, 1940, is when we took over the police department, we 
had six men and two scout ca rs. The men had no equipment, 
no training and we had no means of communication whatever. 
Today we have a department-our total strength is 50. "\,Ve 
are not up to it now. ·we have 48 men, for the reason that 
two of them have recently gone into the service. 
We are equipped with, let's see. We have got 
page 463 ~ about 15 scout cars and, I think, 7 motorcycles, to 
be exact. 
And in the way of communications we have a two-way com~ 
,:t; muuications system, and a teletype system connected with the 
r State. 
All men are put on tho force through filing an application 
and being investigated and taking an examination. Then 
once every year we have a training school for them. 
Q. Now, while you are on that subject, what are the stand-
ards set up for the applicants for the police force? 
A. From 21 to 3.2 years of age, 5 feet 8 inches is the mini-
mum requirement. 
Q. For height "1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All rig·ht. 
A. And we require them to have a high school education .. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit showing the organization 
of the Fairfax County Police Department f 
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A. Yes, sir. This is the exhibit. ' 
Q. And in addition to your personnel shown on here, which 
I think is self-explanatory, you have two headquarters in the 
County? 
A. That is rig·ht, sir. \Ve have two station heads. 
Q. One is at Fairfax? 
A. Yes, sir, and one at Groveton. 
Q. How old is that one at Groveton? 
page 464 } A. Oh, the station has been there for about four 
years, I guess. Three or four years. 
· Mr. Mccandlish: I would like to introduce this as County 
Exhibit No. 21. 
,Judge Brown: You had better change that original. This 
lms "Annexation Proceedings of Falls Church". 
i\Ir. Edwards: I am not going to be confused, because I 
am following the testimony in the Falls Church proceeding. 
J udg·e Brown: But you mip;ht lose the evidence. 
Mr. McCandlish: I am sorry. If it is agreeable with Mr. 
Ed.wards, we would like leave to withdraw this exhibit and 
during· the lunch hour have it redrafted properly. 
Judge Brown: Just scratch it out, that is all. 
Mr. McCandlish: All rig:lit, your'Honor. Then I will just 
change this to "City of Alexandria" af the top. 
Mr. Edwards: I suppose we sl1ould hand our copies back 
nnd you can change them during the recess. 
Mr. McCandlish: All right. "\Ve will introduce this as 
County Exl1ibit No. 21. 
' 
(The organization 01iart of the Fairfax Department of ~:-; 
Police was received in evidence and marked '' Countv Exhibit 1 
No. 21. '') . • 
page 465 } By Mr. McCancllish : ·~ 
Q. Now, the two-way radio, what do you mean 
by the two-way radio? 
A. It is two-wav radio communication svstem. Our trans-
mitter is in each~ station l1ouse and the e·quipment is in all 
cars. 
Q. Can t11e cars talk to one another with this equipment you 
have? 
A. Under certain conditions and with certain limitations. 
Q. Now, the county also has under your direction, it ap-
pears from this exhibit, a dog pound t . 
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A. Yes, sir. 
Q. ·what real estate do they ha:ve at the dog pound? 
A. They have a building and a. truck with two men to op-
erate it. 
Q. How much acreage do they have there t 
A. I do not know the exact amount, but I would say there 
is about 14 acres up in that place. 
Q. What equipment do they have up there f 
A. They· have the dog building there, the pound, and the 
truck and equipment to destroy the dogs with. 
Q. Do they have any sort of radio communication? 
A. Yes, they have. All our equipment has two-way radio. 
Q. Now, do the:y have the necessary equipment 
page 466 ~ to destroy dogs if the need arises¥ 
A. They have a gas chamber. 
Q. Do any state police operate in Fairfax County! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do they have any station in Fairfax? 
A. They have a headquarters at Groveton. 
Q. Do you happen to know, by any chance, whether the 
State is planning a new substation for the State Police in 
the County? 
A. I understand that they are going to build one, yes. 
Q. You mentioned tl1e Police School. Could you tell the 
Court what the subjects are that are taught in this Police 
school? · 
A. The general subjects with reference to the sci10oi are~ 
Techniques and mechanics of arrest; laws of arrest, search 
and seizures, confessions, taking the statements; evidence; 
interviews, confidential information; cooperative function of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation; surveillance; raids; 
homicide investigations; public relations; juvenile- delin-
quents ; fingerprinting·; bnrg'lar investigation; testimony in 
Court; Courtroom procedure ; steps in preparing cases for 
court; admissible or non-admissible evidence; preservation 
of evidence; investig·ation of abandoned automobiles tI1at have 
been stolen; extradition procedures; report writing·; rules and 
regulations; fire-arms training; traffic, safety in 
page 467 ~ the schools ; techniques in stopping approaching 
and arresting traffic violators; investigation of 
auto accidents, investig·ation of hit-and-rnn accidents. 
Then we lrnve instructors. Do you want tl1atr 
Q. Yes, sir. 
A. Instructors in the school of training are FBI men, chiefs 
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of police, judge of the Circuit Court, commonwealth attor-
ney, ABC inspector, state police instructors, ranking officers 
from other parts of. Fairfax Police Department; Trial J us-
tice and the Record-room Clerk. 
Q. Now, have you prepared an exhibit as to the expendi-
tures of the department for the year ended June 30, 19507 
A. I have my budget. I mean, the amourit that ·is appro-
priated. I have not the expenditures. 
· Q. That is what I mean. : ... 
A. Yes, sir., ending June 30, 1950. 
Mr. McCandlish: We would like to introduce this as County 
Exhibit No. 23. 
( County Police Budget was received in evidence and marked 
HCounty Exhibit No. 22.") 
page 468 } Q. What is the total amount of that? 
A. $157,618.12. 
Q. Now have you also prepared an estimate of the ex-
penditures allowed by the Board for the year ending June 30, 
19517 
A. Yes, sir, our budget for this year is· $195,480.34. 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, we would like to 
introduce that as County Exhibit No. 23. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ~'Exhibit County No. 23.") 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. Now do you have an}, equipment for :fingerprinting, pho-
togTaphing, records, and that sort of thing·! 
A. Yes. 
Q. What equipment do you have for that T 
A. We have our regular fingerprint laboratorv, for classi-
fying fingerprints and developing. .. 
Q. Who is the head of your detective bureau 7 
A. Lieutenant Wells. 
Q. What qualifications has he for that position 1 : 
A. He has been with the department since about 1926 or 
'27, and he is a graduate of the F. B. I. 
Q. Now have you prepared an exhibit showing· the activities 
of the department for the year ending September 30, 1950? 
A. Yes, sir. . . 
-· i~~=-·1==., ..=(,:· .. ..,,.,,:-.:0. 
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page 469 ~ Mr. !IcCandlish: Your Honor, we would like 
to introduce that as County Exhibit 24. 
( The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit County No. 24. ") 
By Mr. McCandlish: 
Q. Now have you also prepared an exhibit showing the 
milcag·e traveled by the dog pound truck and the number of 
dogs impounded for the period ending September 30, 19507 
A. Yes. 
Mr. McCandlish: I would like to introduce that as County 
Exhibit 25. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked '' Exhibit County No. 25. '') 
Bv Mr. l\foCandlish: 
0
Q. Now do you have any retirement plan in the County? 
A. We have a police retirement plan, yes, sir. 
Q .. How long has that been in effect f 
A. Since about 1945. I don't know the exact date, but it 
was along about that time. 
Q. Now has the County been divided up for the purposes 
of your department into areas or zones Y 
A. Yes. 
Q. What clo you call those areas? 
A. 1Ve call them police beats. 
Q. Have you prepared a map showing those 
page 470 ~ zones? 
A. Yes. 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, we would like to 
introduce that as County Exhibit 26. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit County No. 26. ") 
Bv Mr. l\foCandlish: 
·Q. Now what do you assign to these various areas in the 
way of men, cruisers, and motorcycles, and so forth? 
A. ·well, the map is used more for the location of crime and 
where crime is on the ·rise or on the decrease. We have men 
assigned to different areas and different beats at different 
T)Y .. ,J:· 
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times. That area is marked off into ten different beats. Some 
of those beats have sometimes two cruisers in them; some-
times they only have one,; sometimes they don't have any, 
but if a man is assigned to that area, of course he stays in it 
unless he is called out of it. 
Q. Now on that map you have outlined the beats in red; 
is that rig·ht? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And the annexation area is outlined in green! 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now what beats are affected by the area proposed to be 
aunexed7 
A. No. 4, a portion of No. 5, and a portion of No. 6. It is 
a portion of all of them. 
page 471} Q. Have you prepared an exhibit showing the 
activities of your department in those three beats f 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Mr. McCandlish : If the Court please, we would like to 
introduce that as County Exhibit 27. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit County No. 27.'') 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. Have you also estimated what proportion of the three 
areas is involved in the annexation suiU 
A. Well, we prepared a list of the number of crimes that 
l1ave been committed in the three areas, the total of them, 
and then we took an -average of what we considered was the 
portion of the territory and the population of it. It would 
be twenty-five per cent in No. 4, twenty per cent in No. 5, 
and ten per cent in No. 6. No. 6 has just a small portion of 
our beet in it, but it has created Aome activity. 
Q. Now do you have your department divided up into 
shifts? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And how many men do you have on each shift? 
A. That depends. Right now we are working ten men on 
the day shift. · 
Q. You work on an eigllt-hour shift! 
A. Tllat is right. 
page 472 } Q. And you furnish twenty-four hour service 
seven days a week! 
' IC 
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A.. That is right .. 
Q. Now suppose you had a man in beat No. 6 and you had 
so~e difficulty in beat No. 5. How long would it take him to, 
move from ·one position to another! What is the averag~ 
time in traveling from one beat to the othe-r! 
A. It depends on the location of the beat and where the 
man is. The average time runs anywhere from five minutes. 
to thirty minutes to get policemen to a certain place. It de-
pends on where it is. 
Q. Now in this area is there much policing needed in the 
area outlined in green on this exhibit Y 
A. Well,. it is not one of the heaviest populated areas that 
we have, because up until they built Shirley-Duke there-
wasn't too much demand in a great part of this area. The-
Quartermaster Depot has its police department. 
Q. You are familiar with the Sliirley-Duke apartment! 
A. Yes. 
Q. That is about the largest residential unit in there~ isn't 
itr 
A. I think so, yes, sir. 
Q. Now one thing I f org·ot to mention is the te,Ietype sys-
tem. How does that operate f 
A. vVell, there is a teletype writer that works 
page 473 ~ on the principle of a typewriter and is connected 
with the state heaclquarters in Richmond and dif-
'ferent branches coming out of it, different station houses 
where messages can be sent or reeived from most any place 
wnere they have one. 
Q. Where is the majority of the time of your mPn spent,. 
in the rural areas, or the more heaviiy--populated areas! 
. A. The more heavily-populated areas. 
Q. Do yon try to keep them concentrated in those areas 
rather than rural areasf 
A. Of course, in police work, it is my intent to concentrate 
wI1ere the heaviest population is and where the most crime-
is happening. 
Q. Past experience, then, yon- let g"Uide you to some ex-
tent! 
A. That is right, sir. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit as to the activities of' 
the Detective Bureau f 
A. I think so, yes, sir .. 
Mr. McCandlish: We would liirn to introduce this as 
County Exhibit No. 28. 
,.,., .. _.-?.....j.Jf.'.Jf 
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(Exhibit detailing activities of Detective Bureau was re-
ceived in evidence and marked "Exhibit County No. 28. ") 
By Mr. McCandlish: 
Q. Chief, have you also prepared some photo-
page 474 ~ graphs showing the facilities of the Police De-
partment? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCandlish: ,v e would like to introduce these as 
County Exhibit 29-A through 29-L, starting with the picture 
of the Fairfax radio tower as the first one. 
(The photographs were received in evidence and markecl 
"County Exhibits 29-A through 29-L'' both inclusive.) 
Mr. McCandlish: At the luncheon recess I would like to 
get Mr. Swart to get these numbers straig·ht with the Court. 
I have tried to. 
Judge Brown: You say they are not numbered°? 
Mr. McCandlish: They are not numbered yet, because ,I 
want him and the Court to be in agreement on the numbers. 
Bv Mr. Mc Candlish: 
·Q. On this organization chart you have dispatchers at Fair-
fax. Don't you also have some dispatchers at Groveton 1 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How many do you have down there T 
A. Well, it ordinarily takes three dispatchers. 
Q. Do you have three dispatchers down there? 
A. We don't exactly have dispatchers at No. 2 Station 
House. "\Ve usually use just police, one man on each shift. 
Up here we do have assigned dispatchers. 
Q. But the police is a trained dispatcher, is he noU 
A. w· ell, yes, we usually pick a man that has 
page 475 ~ had a little experience, but we do not exactly have 
dispatchers. 
Q. Do you know what the building at Groveton cost 7 
A. Around $100,000, I under8tand. 
Q. ·what was the reason for locating it down there Y 
A. Well, we put it there to serve the people in those areas. 
Mr. :McCandlish: That is all. 
J 
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CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. Chief, in examining Exhibit No. 24, I notice many cate-
gories are referred to as having been investigated f 
A .. Yes, sir. 
Q. The success of police activity is measured largely, is 
it not, by the results that are accomplished-? 
A. "'\V ell, yes. · 
Q. In the Falls Church case I recall that you undertook to 
say tl~e number of cases that had been solved in several of 
these categories. ·w1iy is it that that is not put on this ex-
hibit? 
A. Because we just were showing the activities of the Po-
lice Department and the number of cases that came in. I 
know that we did have tllat in the Falls Church case, but we 
haven't it in this. 
Mr. Marsh: ·we will get that for you if yon want it. 
page 476 ~ Q. For instance, you investigated twenty-one 
grand larceny cases. Hoy many arrests did yon 
make in that categ·oryf 
A. ,vhich exhibit are you looking aU 
A. County No. 24. · 
Mr. 1\fcCancllish: That iR tl1e tabulation of the activities 
of the Department. 
The ·witness: Whic]1 one are you talking· about f 
Mr. Edwards: C-24. 
The ·witness: Which one did you ask me abouU 
By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. I think I took grand larcencies, category 16. 
A. Of course the onlv wav I can answer that is that our 
report shows most of tliose cases come throug·h the Detective 
Bureau, and we take an averag·e of the stolen property that 
has been recovered. There is 'most alwavs an arrest made 
in that~ so that about the averag·e of our cases we have solvecl 
would be about 84 per cent of them. 
Q. Now Category 30, ''Persons Assisted while on Duty'". 
What does that cover? 
A. That covers almost any nature of police work. Some-
body has an accident and has no place to stay all night, or 
somebody comes in and wants to find his way somewhere; 
'r:::~':.= ,. 1·(,,(',1 ··.'·~!··;·~·-~. / 
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somebody wants you to call his home ·'phone. That is just 
people that we assist. 
page 477 } Q.. If I would stop and ask an officer the way 
to get to the drug store., that wotTid be .~arked 
down and a record kept of it t . 
A. Not necessarily a policeman. It is what happens to 
calls coming in at the sta t~on house. 
Q. On your Exhibit C-27, what period of time is covered 
by the activities of your department in the area sought to 
be annexed! The exhibit seems to be silent on that point. 
A. This runs from September until October of· last year. 
Q. Does that run parallel with County Exhibit 241 
A. No, sir.. . 
Q. I thought you said it ran from October of last year to 
September of this year in both cases. If they do, they are 
parallel, are they not T 
A. No, sir, this is from July 1. 
Mr. Marsh: Which is this, Mr. Mclntosht 
The Witness: 27 is the one about the activity in the three 
beats, 4., 5 and 6. Exhibit 27 I know is from September until 
the first of this October. 
Q. Is that the same as Exhibit 241 
A. That is right; they are both the same. Yes, this is 
marked as from September to the first of October. 
Q. Do I understand that if you add on exhibit 27, the total 
of the several categories in areas 4, 5, and 6, 
page 478 } that total will represent your police activities in 
the annexed area for the period f 
A. No, sir, not the three categories beca~se they are not 
in the entire annexed area. We struck an average of 25 per 
·cent in 4 and 20 per cent in No. 5. The figures represent the 
whole areas of numbe1·s 5 and 6. 
Q. Now, in area 4, how many men in you.r department are 
assigned to that area t You work on three 8-hour shifts Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And what are those times t . 
A. They work from 8 to 4., 4 to 12, and 12 to 8. 
Q. On the afternoon shift, from 4 to 12, how many police 
officers are assigned in area 4 T . 
A. Not over 1. 
Q. Is a specific officer assigned to cruise during that en-
tire time in area 4? 
A. Yes, sir, unless he is called out in some emergency. 
'. 
1,\ ~I·~'/ 
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Q .. ·when did yon change thaU 
A .. Chang·e what, sir T 
Q. Having· him assigned and eruising around the cloek in 
these police areas t 
A .. 1Vell, that has been our practice. 
Q .. Yes. I asked you that question in the Falls Church case 
and I got.a ~ittle different answer .. 
A .. That is what we aim to do. I don't say that 
page 4-79~ }·· the beats are filled np all the time. Some one-
. ' ·· · man may have two or three of them but in an 
area..Iike No. 4 or No .. 5 or No. 6,, while I don't say he stays: 
exactly on that beat, in that area he is where he can he 
reached, and we know approximately the location he is in .. 
I don't say he follows those lines exactly all the time. 
Q. I want to read into the record, if you please, Chief, a 
letter you and I have talked about previously from Marshall 
E. Pusey, President of the Greenway Downs· Association, a 
letter to Mr. Pusey from yon dated July 19, 1949 .. 
:Mr. McCandlish: We would like to object. I do not want 
that to go into the record. We would like to have it sub-
mitted to the Court rather than have it in the record, and 
let the Court rule on whether it is or is not admissible. It 
is abont the Fal1s Church Police situation .. 
Mr. Edwards: Shall I read it to the Court and not have-
it go in the record herer 
l\fr. McCandlish: The Court can read it. 
Judge McCarthy: He wants us to look at it first. If 
we are going to look at it as you hand it up to us, he wants 
us to look at it for the purpose of considering it. You don't 
want us to consider itf 
1\fr. McCandlish ~ If the Court pleases, it is about the Falls 
Chn:reh police versus the County police., and I think that it 
definitely has nothing to do with this case. 
!fr. Edwards : I can hand a copy of it to the 
page 480 f Court and they can sec in a minute it is admis-
sible- in this case. 
Judge Brown: I am familiar with the letter. 
The Court feels that the letter is admissible. 
Mr. McCandlish : We note an exception to the ruling. 
Mr. Edwards: I would like to read that into the record .. 
I thought I would read it in. We can just let the Reporter 
take this Jetter and copy it in later. 
,J ndge Brown : You migllt just as we II let him take it. We 
have read it.. Put it in evidence as an exhibit .. 
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Mr. Edwards: Did the Court read the letter? 
Judge Brown: Are you introducing a certified copy of 
this into the record Y : 
Mr. Edwards: Yes, sir, we have a certified copy of it by 
the Clerk which we are introducing now as an exhibit. 
(Communication referred to was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit City No. 23.") 
Mr. Edwards: That is all . 
• Judg·e Brown: I think this is a good time to adjourn for 
lunch. Come back about 2. 
(Whereupon, at 1 :45 o'clock p. m. a· recess was taken until 
2 o'clock p. m. of the same day.) 
page 481 ~ AFTERNOON SESSION. 
The session reconvened at 2 :00 o'clock p. m. 
Mr. :McCandlish: Mr. Loughborough. 
Thereupon, 
RANDOLPH McGILL LOUGHBOROUGH 
was call eel as a witness by counsel for the Defendant and, 
having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. McCandlish : 
Q. Your name and occupation? 
A. Randolph McGill Loughborough, Executive Secretary 
of Fairfax County and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 
Q. Mr. Loughborough, there bas been introduced in this 
case by stipulation as County Exhibit No. 12 a court order 
entered on June 6, 1950, confirming the bond issue election 
for $980,000 for County bonds for a new County building or 
an addition to the County building. W"lmt is the purpose of 
that bond issueY What is that monev to be used fort 
A. For the erection of an additio11 to the present County 
office building and for a new jail. 
:1 . 
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Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, this is a large-scale 
plan that we have l1ere, but we would rather file some photo-
graphs in lieu of the origfoal which is the only one we have, 
and we would like to introduce these photographs 
page 482 ~ as County No. 30. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit County No. 30.") 
By Mr. McCandlish: 
Q. Now :Mr. Loughborough, will you explain to the Court 
what the present building is as shown on that photograph and 
what will be added? 
A. Here is the present building. This is the courthouse 
which we are in. The present building extends to here (in-
dicating), and the addition is from this point to the end. The 
overall leug-th is 430 feet. 
pag·e 483 ~ Q. Now, ]iave you prepared an exhibit showing 
the office space which is proposed for this new 
county building f 
A. I have. 
Mr. McCandlisb: ·we would lilre to introduce that as 
County Exhibit No. 31. · 
(Exhibit showing office space in new County Building was 
received in evidence and marked "County Exhibit 31. ") 
By Mr. McCandlisb: 
Q. I noticed that there are a number of county offices, such 
as the School Board, and so forth-let me put it this way-
strike that question. 
Are there any county offices that are now located outside 
of the County Buildings f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What space do they occupy? 
A. Rented space. 
Q. How much does that cost the county per yearf 
A. At the present time $12,540 a vear. 
Q. Now, the various departments of the County that oc-
cupy rented space, will they all be taken care of in this new 
·huildingY 
A. Absolutely. 
Q. Now, I notice here that you Jmve on this exhibit, County 
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Exhibit 31., a building inspector's office. Does the County 
have a building code at the present time! 
page 484 ~ A. No, they d~ not. They have one being pre-
pared for advertisement. 
Q. The electrical inspector has testified this morning, but 
do you also have offices for the plumbing inspector? 
A. The Plumbing Code bas been written but not adver-
tised. 
Q. Now, in the event the City of Alexandria is successful 
in this annexation suit, would you still need the building you 
l1ave outlined here t 
A. Yes. 
Q. All of these various functions would still have to be 
-0a rried on even though you lost this territory, is that right? 
A. Yes. 
Mr. l\foCandlish : That is all. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. When was the Plumbing Code started? 
A. The Plumbing Code was originally started about 15 or 
18 months ago. 
Q. ·what has happened during that time t. 
A. The Board of Supervisors has asked that it be held 
. up until the Building Code is adopted. 
Q. How long· has the Building Code been in process of 
preparation f 
page 485} A. About two years. 
Q. Is it not a £act that the Board of Super-
visors has turned down the Building Code that was presented 
to it? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Mr. Edwards: That is all, sir. 
Mr. McCandlish: That is all. 
May this witness be excused, if the Court please? 
Judge Brown: Yes, sir. 
( The witness was excused.) 
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was called as a witness by counsel for the County, and hav-
ing: been duly sworn, was e:Xamined and testified as follows.: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. MeCandlish: 
·Q. Please state your name, age, residence and occupation t· 
.A. My name is Marcel C. Pfalzgraf. I am 35 years old. 
I am occupied as the Chief Forest Warden and County For-
ester for· Fairfax County,, and I reside within two miles of 
Fairfax here on Route 237. 
Q. How long have yon lived in Fairfax! 
A. I have lived in Fairfax County all my life. 
Q. Tell the Court what education you have and what de-
g-rees you hold, if any Y 
page 486 ~ A. I attended· Oakton Elementary School and 
graduated from Oakton High School ; I attended 
Virginia Polytechnic Institute and gmduated there in 1937 
with a Bachelor of Science Degree. 
Q. What did you do after you graduated from VPI? 
A. I taught vocational agriculture for two years in Glouces-
ter County, Virginia; farmed for a year and a Imlf and then 
I beg·an teaching agriculture at Herndon High School, at 
which place I taught for a year and a half, and then I taught 
iu Fairfax High School for four years. 
Q. Are you interested in the County Volunteer Fire De-
partment? 
A. I am. 
Q. Do you hold any official positian with the Coonty T 
A. Ido. 
Q. What is that 7 
A. I am President of the Fairfax Countv Volunteer Fire-
men "s Association. · 
Q. Are you a member of any volunteer fire department t 
A. I am. 
Q. Where is thatf 
A. I am a member of the Fairfax Volunteer Fire Depart-
ment. 
Q. How long have you been a member of the Fire Depart-
ment? 
pages 487-488 ~ .A. I have been a member for 17 years. 
Q. How long have you been president of 
the County Assmciation f · 
.).'=::·:·;!-'. ... ~.{:(:( 
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A. I have been president of the County Association for 
·four years. 
Q. How long have you been Fire Warden¥ 
A. I have been Fire w· arden of Fairfax County for :five 
years. 
.. Q. Where is your headquarters 1 
·A. At Fairfax. 
Q. What training· in :fire fighting· have you had? 
A. I have taken one course under the State Board of Edu-
cation of Virginia, a fire-fighting course. I have taken two 
courses at the University of Maryland. 
Q. As Forest ,v arden, what sort of equipment and trans-
portation do you have? What transportation is furnished 
you and what equipment do you have? 
A. I am furnished with a one-half ton pick-up truck which 
is equipped with small-scale fire-fighting- equipment, mainly 
used in combatting forest fires. This truck is also equipped 
with a 2-way radio on the freq ency of the Fairfax County 
Police Department. 
Q. Then if you are out about ·your business as Forest War-
den you can get messag·es about fires anywhere you happen 
to be? 
page 489 ~ A. Yes, I do. 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit which is a 
fire map of the County showing· the zones into which you have 
it divided f 
A. I have. 
l\fr. McCandlish: "Till you put that map up on the board 7 
vVe would like to introduce this as County Exhibit No. 32. 
(Fire map of Fairfax County was received in evidence and 
marked "County Exhibit No. 32. ") · 
Bv ]\fr. McCandlish : 
· Q. Have you also, Mr. Pfalzgraf, prepared an exhibit as 
to the organization of the various departments in the County! 
A. I have. 
Mr. J\foCandlish: "\Ve would like to introduce that as County 
Exhibit No. 33. 
(Exhibit showing organization of Fire Departments in 
Fairfax County was received in evidence and marked '' County 
Exhibit No. 33. ") 
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Bv Mr. l\foCandlisl1: 
"'Q. How many regular volunteer :fire departments are there 
in the County! 
A. There are twelve at present. 
page 490 ~ Q. And how many auxiliary departments f 
A. Two. 
Q. Do you happen to know how much apparatus these de-
partments own 1 
A. The regular depai·tments or the auxiliary departments 
or totaU 
Q. Both. I would like to have both if you can give me 
that. 
A. We have 12 regular companies that have 40 pieces of 
fire-fighting· apparatus. Two auxiliary departments have one 
piece each, a total of 42 pieces of apparatus. That does not 
include ambulances. This is entirely fire-fighting apparatus. 
: Q. You do have some ambulances in the County, do you 
notf 
A. We do. 
Q. Do you know how many of tliose there are? 
A. We have seven ambulances in the County at the present 
time. 
Q. So far as this map is concerned~ are these various de-
partments assigned to areas shown on that map? 
,. A. The areas as designated on tl1is map were sefoctecl by 
mutual aid and agreement by the Cl1iefs of various depart-
ments in Fairfax County and those departments serving in 
Fairfax County. 
Q. And you liave colored those a different 
page 491 ~ color on County Exhibit No. 32 ¥ 
A. I did. 
Q. A nQrmal fire in any of those areas would be answered 
by the Fire Department in that area, is that correct? 
A. They are, and in the nature of the fire is given on the 
call. The closest adjacent company also assists. 
Q. For instance, do any of those areas have a situation 
where, if they attended a fire, they might need a stand-byt 
A. It is possible they may. 
1~ Q. How is that taken care off 
A. By contact with the adjacent company on tlie opposite 
side from which direction tlle fire may be., to bring one piece 
of apparatus in to fill in. 
Q. Have you any volunteer units outside of the County 
that furnish service here under this ag-reemenU 
A. "\Ve do. 
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Q. What are they 1 
A. We have au agreement with Falls Churc11 Volunteer 
Fire Department whereby they have a territory assigned to 
them and we have an agreement with Occoquan, ,v oodbridge 
.and Lorton Fire Department, located at Occoquan, by which 
they serve the territory tliat has l,)een assigned to them. We 
also have a mutual aid agreement with Fort Belvoir. They 
cQver tl1e town of Accotink ancl, of course, the Fort Belvoir 
area and other government areas within the ·county. 
Q. The regular departments all have one paid 
page 492 } fireman on duty, do they not f 
A. Each regular department has one paid fire-
man on duty from 8 o'clock in the morning until 6 o'clock in 
the evening. 
Q. ·what is his job in case of a fire call! 
A. He receives the fire call, takes the information, deter-
mines the location, and prepares the apparatus to go. He 
acts as one engineer or driver for the first piece of apparatus 
.to leave. 
Q. Do you have rescue units in any of these departments? 
A. "\Ve clo. 
Q. How many of those do you have? Tell something about 
that. 
pag-e 493 ~ A. w· e have at present five individual rescue 
units. These are set up to render first aid and 
~mergency service to the people of the locality or localities in 
which they are located. They are so situated at present that 
they give complete coverage over the county. 
Q. How is the Fire Department supported in the County? 
A. The Fire Departments are supported in the main by 
the County Fire Levy. 
Q. Do you know what that amounted to in 19501 
A. Approximately $90,000. 
Q. What is the Fire Commission? 
A. The Fire Commission is composed of one representative 
from each volunteer company in Fairfax County. 
Q. Do they lay down the policy for the Volunteer Com-
11:mies in the County? 
A. We help to promote organization of the county and to 
organize it into a more efficient fire-fighting unit. 
Q. Now, what are your future plans for your volunteer fire 
departments? 
A. We have at present signed agreements whereby we are 






396 Supreme CouTt of .Appeals of' ViTginim 
Marcel C. Pfalzgraf. 
centers. This is split up into three police sta-ti0ns of the 
area, t:he one here at E,airf ax, one at Grovet011, and the· one 
in Fallis Church City. 
These departments in the various areas tl1at 
page 494 ~ are covered by the telephone exchanges of those 
areas have dinect lines coming into the Police 
Department within their territory and in turn they will dis-
patch the equipment from that area. 
If I might explain that a little bit by this chart. 
Due to the condition of telephone lines in Fair-
. page 495 f. fax County and the various exchanges, it is neces-
sary to break this area up into various sections. 
:B\Jr instance, this territory throngll here is all covered by the· 
F'alls Church telephone exchange. The },alls Church Police 
Department oversees the fire calls and they will bave a direct 
line to each and every one of these engine houses, and when 
they plug· that in it will sound tl1e alarm and ring the tele ... 
phone of that department., notifying that department that 
they have a fire. They pick it up and the dispatcher gives 
them the information. 
The other station will be at Fairfax. It will take care 
of Herndon, Vienna, and that adjacent area through here, aH 
of' this portion of Fairfax County. They will have a direct 
line to each department in their territory. 
At Penn-Daw or Groveton tbe substation tliere will have 
a direct line to Mount· Vernon, Franconia, and Penn-Daw 
c[epartments wl1ereby they will be able to dispatch calls to 
tliem. 
Q. Now how are the majority of the fires extinguished f 
A. The major portion of the fires in Fairfax County are 
extinguished by the nse of booster lines or light lines that 
are supplied water from the booster tank of the fire apparatus. 
Q. Is that true generally, not only in Fairfax County but 
most places f 
A. That is trne, even in the larger cities. It is 
page 496 ~ true in the city of ·wasllington. Over seventy-five 
per cent of the fires are extinguisl1ed by the use 
of this light booster line supplied from booster tanks. 
Q. What are the majority of the calls that you get in tlle 
County? What kind of fires are they? 
A. The major portion of our calls consist of outside fires, 
:field, woods, trash, and grass :fires. 
Q. Is that true in all sections or just certain sections t· 
A. That is true in every section of Fairfax County. 
;·::'"····.,.-. .-),Yji/~i/ 
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Q. Is that true in this area that the City of Alexandria is 
trying· to annex f 
A. It is. The more densely populated sections have more 
of these fires even than the less densely populated sections. 
Q. How many qualified drivers does each department have? 
A. Each department has and tries to maintain from three 
to four qualified drivers for each piece of apparatus that they 
have. 
Q. Now under this central control system that you spoke 
of, how would that help you in this standby situation when 
all of the engines were busy in one area? 
A. The dispatcher at the police station would know when 
the equipment goes to a fire just how much equipment was 
leaving, and he will know what department be is to contact 
to send standby equipment in to cover for that department 
responding· to the alm·m. 
page 497 ~ l\Ir. McCandlish: That is all, sir. 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Williams: 
"'Q. ·what kind of equipment did you use to put out or at-
fompt to put out the recent fire at the Fruit Growers Express 
Company? 
A. All pumpers were used. 
Q. You didn't attempt to use little lines there 1 
A. Light lines, no, sir. 
Q. That was a heavy equipment job 1 
A. That was a lrnavy equipment job, yes, sir. 
Q. As I understand your explanation., you do not have a ~ 
central switchboard or a central dispatching agency at the 
present time. 
A. At the present time we qo not. The contracts have been 
let by the telephone company, and the lines are in the process 
of being constructed. 
_Q. Do you consider a central agency a desirable feature? 
A. Extremely so. 
Q. Are you familiar with the central type of dispatching 
ag·ency already in exiRtence in the City of Alexandria f 
A. I am fairly familiar with that. I was in Chief Paget's 
office not very long ago and talked with him and watched tl1eir 
system working. 
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Q. So it is your plan to copy something that 
page 498 ~ the City has at }:>resent, is that it? 
A. vVe plan to set up a control system which is 
essentially the same thing that any department desires to 
g-et. 
Q. Yon say you are somewhat familiar with the one in Alex-
andria. Do you know of your own knowledge what calls the 
Alexandria. dispatcher presently handles for Fairfax Countyf 
A. They have been handling calls in a large portion of the 
area covered by the Alexandria telephone exchang·e, which in-
volves Mount Vernon, Penn-Daw, and Franconia. 
Q. How about Annandalet 
A. A portion of Annandale, yes, sir. 
Q. In other words, Alexandria is presently handling that 
service for Fairfax County. 
A. That is right. · 
Mr. W'illiams: That is all. 
RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. "\Vhat do you mean when you say handling that se1·vice 
for Fairfax County? 
A. ·when calls come into the Alexandria City exchange,. 
they-that is, on a dial system, and people in some of that 
area dial tl1e Alexandria Citv number for the fire board. Thus 
the telephone exclmnge cauiiot scree11 that call, and it goes 
through to the Alexandria City Fire Board. They, in turn 
dispatch that call to tlle Department within the 
page 499 ~ area that is closest to the fire. 
Mr. McCandlish: That is all. 
Fairfax Fire equipment goes to the fire? 
The ,vitness : They respond to the :fire, yes. 
J uclge McCarthy: "\Vould it he too much trouble for you 
to set the arrow on this small map so that it coincides with 
that large map over there1 
The ,vitness: All rig·ht, sir. 
Judge McCarthy: Are those areas on there designated in 
anv w·avY 
The "\iVitness: A re there any areas designated? 
.Tudg·e l\foCarthy: Do they have any names or numbers? 
The Witness: Yes, they have names .. 
ll 
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·,Judge McCarthy: All right. Look at the area just south-
west of Arlington. ,vhat do you call that¥ 
The Witness: Bailev's Cross Roads territorv . 
.• Judg·e McCarthy: Now, then, northeast of that line., of 
flmt area, is that northeast line the same as the northeast 
line of the proposed annexed territory? Show me where tlie 
end of that proposed annexed territory would hit on .that fire 
.area! 
The ,vitness: Om'.· portion, over the lower portion, hereY 
Judge McCarthy: The area up around-
The ·witness: This line? 
page 500} Judge McCarthy: I want that point there, the 
northernmost point shown on this big map. 
The Witness: It would come about at tbis point, here. 
.• Just a minute, sir. It will come to this point. 
Judge McCarthy: ,vhat is the line just above that poinU 
·The ·witness: This is Columbia Pike, Route 246.' 
.Judge McCarthy: That does not show Shirley Highway? 
The Witness: Shirley Highway is there, sir. 
Judge McCarthy: All rig·ht, show me the south point on 
that fire area, the south point in the proposed annexed ter ... 
1-itory. 
vVould you stand back a little bit from the map so that 
we can see? 
The ·witness~ I am just trying to locate it for you, sir. 
1 t would come down into this section here. 
J udg-e McCarthy: It goes into another territory-another 
:area 7 
The Witness: Yes, sir.. It goes into the Annandale terri-
tory. 
Judge McCarthy: ·what is that line running through the 
middle of the Annandale territorv f r 
The Witness: This line here, sir? 
page 501 } Judge :McCarthy : Yes, sir. 
The ,vitness: Route 236, the road that goes 1~\ 
from here to Alexandria. iJ 
' Mr. Williams! I don't mean to interrupt the Court but I ~ 
tl1ink be bas tliat pointer the other side of Shirley Highway. 
This side of Shirley Hig·hway is what you are asking for, I tti 
believe. ~ 
Judge McCarthy: Yes. 
The ·witness: It comes in here (indicating) • 
• Tudg·e McCarthy: Is that iU 
The ·witness: That is right .. 
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Judge McCarthy: So it doesn't run_into that orange area 
at all t 
The Witness: No., sir. 
Judge McCarthy: But it does take some part of that what 
looks like black or purple area? 
The Witness: Purple, yes, sir. That is Franconia terri-
tory; served by the Franconia territory .. 
Judge McCarthy: What is the reason for those lines f 
The Witness: These lines are set up-they are odcl in 
shape because of the various roads in the territory .. In other 
words, we tried to set them up so a department can get into 
one section or another easier than the other, in less time. 
:_ · Judge McCarthy: Well, in that purple area,. 
page 50-2 ·} what do you call thaU 
The Witness : Franconia. 
J ndge :McCarthy: Does that also take in the Fruit Growers! 
The Witness: Yes, sir. 
Judge McCarthy: Isn't the fire equipment on the other 
side closer to the Fruit Growers! 
The Witness: Not when they drop down-they can either 
cut across or come down, or come down bere and cross. At 
the present time the Fmit Growers are in adjacent territory 
to two companies' runs.. In both cases because of the size of 
construction involved in that area, it would be three com-
panies to rnn. 
Judge McCarthy : All right. Thank you. 
Mr. McCandlish : Are you through f 
Mr. Williams : Yes. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: May this witness be excused f 
Jndg·e Brown: Yes. 
l\Ir. McCandlish : Mr. Woodson. 
Thereupon 
fl WILBERT TUCKER ·woODSON 
was called as a witness by counsel for the Defendants and 
having been :first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 
page 503} DIRECT E...~AMINATION. 
By :Mr. McCandlish : 
Q. Please state your name, sir· .. 
A. Wilbert Tucker Woodson. 
Q .. What is your official connection with Fairfai County f 
·.1•1:.1· .1·.·=/.::-.,.m~1~~-!?hl 
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A. Division Superintendent of Schools. 
Q. How Ion o· have vou been so en o·a o·ed 1 o • t, o 
A. I became superintendent of schools in July, 1.929. 
Q. ·were you with the county prior to that timet 
A. I came to the County as supervisor of schools in 1925 
and became clerk of the school board as additional duty in 
,January, 1926, and from that time until I was m3:de super-
intendent of schools in 1929 I served in both the capacity 
of supervisor of schools and clerk of tlie school board. 
page 504 ~ Mr. McCandlish: If the Com~t please, in lieu 
of having Mr. v..,r oodscm testify as to his qualifi-
cations, we would like to insert into the record Exhibit No. 
34. 
(Statement of Qualifications of the ,Yitness was received 
in evidence and marked" County Exhibit No. 34. ") 
Ry Mr. 1\foCandlish: 
Q. Mr. Woodson, have :70U caused a map to be prepared 
showing the location of the Public Schools in Fairfax Connty? 
A. I have. 
(:Map showing location of Public Schools in Fairfax County 
was received in evidence and marked ''County Exhibit No. 
35. ") 
Mr. McCandlish: If the Court please, we would like to 
suspend for just a minute to get all of these exhibits marked 
so that we can put them all in at one time. 
·we would like to introduce pertinent data in connection 
with the school board as Oountv Exhibit No. 36. The teacl1-
ers' salary scale will be County Exhibit No. 37.~ and the dfa-
tribution and transportation will be County Exhibit No. 38 .• 
(Document showing· pertinent data in connection with the 
School Board was received in evidence and marked '' Countv 
Exhibit No. 36. ''; Document depicting teachers' salary scaie 
was received in evidence and marked "Countv Exhibit No. 
37."; and document showin~ distribution and transport~tion 
was received and marked "County Exhibit No. 38''.) 
page 505 ~ By :Mr. McCandlisl1: 
Q. Have you any comment to make on Exhibit • 
No. 36, which is the pertinent data exhibit 1 
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A. It mav be well if I call attention to some of tl1e totals. 
The totai enrollment of the schools of Fairfax County for 
1.he session 1949-'50 was 15,636. The number of school plants, 
31 white and 11 Negro, or a total of 42, which includes the 
Rcgfonal High School for Neg·roes at Manassas in Prince Wil-
liam's County. 
There were 441 classrooms used for white children. 137 of 
which were temporary, and 35 classrooms for N eg·1·oes, of 
which five were temporary, or a total of 476 classrooms of 
which 142 were temporary. 
There was a total of 576 instructional personnel. 
· 'rhen tlle sheet shows the distribution of the certification 
of teachers by certificates and temporary permits. 73 per 
C('.lnt of the teachers held degrees, one a Doctor's degree, 5H 
~fasten;, 361 Bachelors. For comparison with the State of 
Virginia, 48 per cent of Virginia teachers do not hold de-
grees. 
The pupil-teacher ratio was calculated for this fall. In 
the white high school it is 23.1 per cent; white elementary 
:n.9 per cent; Negro high school 21.9 per cent; Negro ele-
mentary 32.2 per cent, or for all white pupils 28.9 per cent 
and for .all Negro pupils 28.2 percent. 
page 506 ~ The per-capita cost of education in Fairfax 
County in '48 and '49-I have used the year 
'4-9- '49 because it is the last year for which we have a report 
from the Superintendent of Public Instruction on which we 
can base comparisons. 
For that year the per-capita cost of education was $154.58, 
based on the average daily attendance and exclusive of debt 
Rervice and capital outlay. This was exceeded by two of the 
hundred Counties and five of the twenty-five cities in Vir-
g-inia. The mean for tl1e state was $128.54. 
For the session 1949-50 Fairfax County's per capita cost 
()f education was $159.50. Comparable data are not avail-
able. 
Pupil transportation for the session 1948-'49-number of 
buses in operation, 56. 
Number of pupils transported daily, 7,195. 
Number of miles pupils transported during the session,. 
490,381. 
Cost per pupil per session, $12.38. 
Average cost per pupil for the Counties of the State was 
$17 .99. Only three counties have a lower per capita pupil 
cost than Fairfax Countv. 
For the session 1949,w Fairfax County operated 65 buses 
,·····;·::;·.,.,v·; .. _._;·:;"-.·.vf!/10!\f.ffffffl 
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transporting 7,908 pupils. Fairfax County ow11s and op-
erates its own school buses. It has standardized on a heavy 
type International Chassis and high-grade, all-
page 507 ~ steel bodies which are of a seating capacity of 
sixty to sixty-six pupils each. It owns and op-
erates a well-equipped bus maintenance shop and employs 
efficient auto mechanics. For the session 1950-51, tlie current 
Hession, the County on October 1st was operating 71 buses 
transporting an averag;e of 9,555 pupils per day. There are 
fhre spare buses to be used in cases of breakdown. 
The School Board has a central school building· mai.nte-
uance shop and a maintenance staff of 20 men of varying 
skills and helpers for the upkeep of buildings and equipment. 
'l,hese are in addition to custodians in the several schools. 
Q. Will you proceed to Exhibit No. 37, on teachers' sal-
aries? 
A. The salaries of teachers for the session 1948-49, and 
again I use that year because it is the last report which we 
liave from the State. The averag·e salarv of teachers in ].,air-
fax County was $2,513. The mean salary for the State, in-
cluding the cities, was $2,146. Only one of the 100 counties 
and seven of the 25 cities paid higher average salaries than 
Fairfax County. 
For the session 1949-1950 the average salary of Fairfax 
County teachers was $2,727.33, and the salary scale for the 
session 1950-51, the current session, based on the Bachelor's 
Degree., the beginning teacher received $2,200 and the scale 
pl'Ogrcsses at the rate of $100 a year to $3,600. This is ex-
ceeded by only one of t~1e 100 counties and, of 
png·e 508 r the 25 cities four have higher minimum salaries 
but only two have higher maximum salaries than 
Fairfax County. 
Q. The next exhibit is the Distribution and Transporta-
tion, Exhibit County No. 38. 
A. This is information regarding tbe children who live in 
the area proposed to be annexed by the City of Alexandria, 
and whether or not they are transported. 
In the Bailey's School tliere are 123 children from this 
area, all of whom are transported. 
In the Fairfax High School, 36 pupils, all of whom are 
transported. 
In the Falls Church High School, 36 pupils, all of whom 
a re transported. 
In the Franconia School, five students all of whom are 
transported. 
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Lee-Jackson and Shirley-Duke are broken down,. 186· at 
Lee-Jackson and 276 at Shirley-Duke, for a total of 462. 129 
0£ the 186 at Lee-Jackson are transported. Those at Shirley-
Duke are all walking children living in the development. 
At Lincolnia the1·e are 107 children "from the area, 21 of 
whom are transported. 
In the Mount Vernon High School there are 100 children 
from the area, all hundred being transported. 
In the James-Lee Negro School at Falls Church,. 
page 509 ~ 37 children from the area are transported. 
· In the Manassas Regional Hig·h School, 14 chil-
dren from the area, all four.teen transported, or a total num-
ber of children living in the area and attending these schools. 
in the County of 920, of whom 501 are transported. 
The summary shows 697 ,.vhite school children in the ele-
mentary schools, 172 high school children, or a total of 869 
white children. 
Negro elementary children, 37; Negro high school cbildren, 
14; or a total of 51. 
Should the City off er pupil transportation equal to that 
now offered by the County, it appears it too would need to 
provide transportation for at least 501 pupils. 
Q. Would you please tell the Court, l\:lr. Woodson, some· 
of the special educational advantages offered in Fairfax 
County schools. 
Ar There are home economics: departments in all of our high 
sc-hools and all of these departments are vocational home 
eeonomics, which participate in State funds. 
There· is an ag·ricultural department in one hig·h school in 
the more rural area. 
There are industrial arts departments in all high schools1 
including a print shop in one. 
There are commercial departments in all high schools. The 
graduates of these departments are in great de-
page 510 ~ mand and find no difficulty in finding well-pay-
ing positions. 
Vocational music is taug·ht in aII schools with special, well-
qualified teachers in the high schools and practically all ele-
mentary schools. 
Instrumental music is taug·ht in all high schools and nearly 
all of the elementary schools. Six well-qualified band in-
structors are.employed. Additional band instructors are be-
ing employed to extend to all elementary schools a good in-
strumental program. . _ 
- l 
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A county school band has been organized and holds weekly 
practice. 
Art is also taug·ht in all elem en ta ry and high schools with 
fully certified teachers of art in the high schools. 
A strong physical education program is maintained wit11 
fully certified personnel in charge of the program in the 
high schools and qualified teacbcr8 in the elementary· schools. 
Q. Let me interrupt you right there, .Mr. ·woodson. Mr. 
Williams testified the other day tl1at there was a gTeat deal 
of talk about a cadet corps. Do you have a cadet corps in 
any of the high schools in the County 1 
A. No. 
Q. "\Vhat relation does physical education bear to a cadet 
corps program? 
pnge 511 ~ A. As I understand it, those people who choose 
to take the military training or cadet corps are 
excused from other physical eduration, and we feel that a 
physical education progTam is probably a more complete and 
more worthwhile progTam than the cadet program because 
our physical -education program carries a health and physi-
cal program as organized and set up b~., the State curriculum. 
The Health Program: Pupils, parents, and 
page 512 r teachers are kept health conscious. Parent Teach-
ers Association health committees cooperate with 
the teachers and School Board in this work. Dental clinics 
are held annually in all Negro schools. These have been less 
reg'Ular in the white schools, because of the scarcity of den-
tists. The School Board has appropriations for tliese clinics 
hut has not been able to carry these clinics through during· tho 
war vears because of the scarcity of dentists. "\Ve were able 
to secure dentists last year ancl are continuing- the dental 
clinics this year. Local dentists have cooperated with the 
schools to meet a great part of the need for dental care, and 
a regular school dentist is now employed. 
The Fairfax County Board of Supervisors appropriates 
each year funds with which local doctors in each school com-
munity are paid to make physical examhrntion of school chil-
dren in gTades one, four, six, and eleven. 2,598 pupils were 
examined during- the session 1949-50, in addition to those ex-
amined in the offices of family pl1ysicians. 
rrhe Visual Education Program: Fairfax Countv was se-
lected by the State Department of Education for one of the 
.first tryout programs in vismtl education. A central County 
school film library was estabfo,hcd in January, 1944. It now 
contains 339 films. Films, film stripR, and slides are also 
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. available in several school libraries. Bookings of 
page 513 } films are made at the County film library and 
films sent out to the schools even'" week bv the 
film clerk. There were 3,499 film bookings during the session 
1949-50. Each film was shown an average of llY:1 times. 
This film library is being- enlarged annually. 
There are in the schools 116 projectors, forty-seven sound, 
thirty-two film strip, twenty-four silent, and thirteen opaque. 
~rhese are overhauled each year and additional projectors 
purchased. 
Very good libraries have been established in all schools 
and as far as space uow permits there is a central library in 
each school and books appropriate to each grade or class 
are issued to classroom libraries. 
)Tiach high school has a full-time certified librarian em-
ployed for ten months. According to the 1949-50 inventories 
there w·ere 87,291 volumes valued at $86,825 in our school 
lmildings. 
The School Lunch ProgTam : During 1950-51 Type A or 
nompletee lunches arc being- seryed in twenty-1hree schools. 
Type C or milk only was served in fourteen schools, at five 
cents per bottle. 7,777 children arc being served daily in the 
cafeterias, the cost per plnte vary~ing from twenty to twenty-
five cents. ' 
page 514 ~ Supervisors of instruction, visitin:2: teachers 
and compulsory attendance officers: -There are 
one hig·h school supervhmr, four elementary supervisors 
( three white and one K eg-ro) ; one social worker and compul-
foiory attendance officer, one N egTo compulsory attendance of-
ficer and five visiting teachers. 
Administration and Supervision in Individual Schools: In 
20 larger schools the principals are released from all teaching 
to care for administration and supervision of instruction. 
In eig·ht smaller schools principals are released from teach-
h1g· for one-lmlf day for administration and supervision of 
jnstrnction. Secretarie"\ to principals are employed in all 
lmt five 2-room schools. to assist with clerical work. 
The two-room schoolH, may I say, are the smallest schools· 
we have. These five 2-room schools are the only scI100Is we 
have that small. 
These conditions make possible improved administration 
and instruction in tlie individual schools. 
In three of our larger high schools we have two secretaries 
to the principal.. 
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Distributive Education: "\Vitli the assistance of a special 
contribution from the State a teacher is employed on an 
deven-month basis to train high school juniors and· senio1·s 
for jobs for the most part in merchandising and 
pag·e 515} clerical work. She makes contacts with places of 
business aud arranges for senior pupils to work 
u spe~i:fied number of hours each week for which the pupils 
is paid. This teacher works with the pupil and his superior 
in the place of employment, assisting tbe pupil to adjust to 
the position. . 
This type of instruction is offered in only eleven counties 
8nd only seventeen cities of the State. 
In addition to this service, beads of commercial depart-
ments are accustomed to arrange with local business firms, 
to have commercial seniors work a part of each day for the 
last two months of school in actual job situations. Business 
men and students think well of this arran~ement. 
Instruction for Crippled Children: A full-time and often 
ndditional part-time teachers are employed to teach home-
hound children. Most of these pupils are victims of infantile 
paralysis or rheumatic fever. 
This service extends from first grade th1·ough high school: 
Several of these pupils whose conditions permit it, have ap-
peared on the stage at the nearest high. school and received 
their diplomas with the graduating class. Those pupils whose 
conditions improve sufficiently are returned to school and 
prog;ress with their classmates. 
A qualified teacher is employed to each a group of af-
tlicted children who can be brought together. Most of these 
children ha"-e suffered from cerebral palsy. A nurse, em-
ployed with the assistance of the Community 
page 516 } Chest, assists with this work. 
Q. Let me interrupt you there. You told me 
just before coming in to court today, about another person 
who had been employed, who had something· to do with-I 
do not know what vou would call it-had to do with children 
with poor l1earing. · . 
.A. May I say just. a word with regard to the other, the 
cerebral palsy, first. I want to say that that class is not in 
operation at the moment because it is difficult for us to find 
a properly-qualified person. We have someone selected now· 
and expect to have that clas~ going again very quickly. It 
was operated all of last year, but it takes a particularly well-
qualified teacher to work with tl1ese cerebral palsy people. 
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.And regarding the hearing conservationist that-that i& 
the title that we have given the new worker who has recently 
been employed to assist the children who are at least par-
tially deaf. 
This person will operate the audiometer, going through-
out the schools of the county, testing the hearing of these 
children. 
We find so. many of our boys and girls who are failing,. 
falling behind _in their work, oftentimes not as a result of 
any mental deficiency, but rather as a result of some physical 
handicap. Hearing is so often one of these handicaps. 
This teache~: the hearing conservationist, will 
page 517 ~ work with these people. She will test their hear-
ing with the audiometer· and if a physical diffi-
culty is found they will be sent to the family physician and 
recommendation will be made that the situation be followed 
with specialists if necessary. If no physical difficulty is found,. 
then this teacher will teach lip reading and speech correction 
for those pupils needing it, assist in selection of and use of 
I1earing aids, and work with groups and class-room te,acberR 
with regard to symptoms and with regard to care for the-
hard-of-hearing, and diagnosing and correcting speech cle-
f ects among the pupils . 
.A summer school is operated for eig·ht weeks each summer 
for children in grades three to twelve. 
Guidance and counselling. In each higl1 school there is 
a full-time director of guidance employed on a ten month's 
basis and provided a separate office. This person does the 
larger part of the educational and vocational counselling of 
students as well as advises with tllem on personal problems 
when the student may wisI1 .. Parents are always invited and 
often urged to confer witll this person regarding their chil-
dren. T11e guidance director also assists pupils in getting 
jobs after graduation . 
.Another person in each scl100I, designated as the "eighth 
grade coordinator,'' works with 8th grade pupils wI10 each 
September come in from tile elementary schools. 
page 518 ~ She visits the 7th grade teachers in the elemen-
tary schools and discusses witl1 tl1em each pupil 
who will come to high school the following session. 7th grade-
pupils visit the high school for one day as guests of the· hi!?;11 
~chool pupils wl10 came from the same school. That is, the-
same elementary school. They attend tlle clas"es and are 
shown about the scl1ool by tlieir hosts. The children in the· 
·' ~· 
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8th gTade, or a committee of them, go back to elementary 
schools from which they came, for one clay, and tell the 7th 
grade pupils about the high school and what will be expected 
of them when they come to high school. . 
Now we find that this is a tremendous help in bridging 
what we oftentimes speak of as a gap between the elementary 
and the high school. 
Not only does the 8th grade coordinator counsel each 8th 
grade pupils but she adYises with each eighth grade teacher 
t·egarding each pupils she teaches. 
Together with the g·uiclance director and eig·hth grade co-
orinator selected teachers are assigned sufficient to provide 
for every 75 pupils one hour per day for counselling. 
Special Grouping of Pupils. Slow pupils in the elemen-
huy schools are takr.n for a part of each day to work with 
special teachers in an effort to keep up with their classes. 
I regret to say t.ha t crowded conditions "in some of our schools 
has made it necei:;sarv to discontinue that service 
page 519 ~ temporarily in some schools. 
In the high schools, children are grouped 
larg·ely on the basis of ability in specific subjects, in order 
that there may be more challenge and competition. More 
work is demanded of children of greater ability. This is par-
ticularly true of the college-bound groups. 
General Discussion of the County School Plant Require-
ments and the Proposed Construction Program: 
Shall I go in to that. ¥ 
Q. Let me ask this question there: There has been intro-
duced an as exhibit on the first day of the trial in this case, 
an order confirming the school-hond issue election of $10,-
500,000. You are familiar with that, are vou not? 
A. Yes, sir. · 
Q. Now., I think that you can discuss the proposed construc-
tion. 
A. "\Yell, will I µ:ive something· of the growth of the county? 
Q. Yes. I would like ~Tou to di~cuss that. That was the 
purpose of that $10,500,000 scl10ol-bond issue f 
A. "\Vhy it is necessary, yes, sir. 
Q. All right. 
A. Increasing· enrollments affecting school plants: I sliall 
give the increasing enrollments hy years from 1939-40 for 
the ten-year period, to 1949-50. 
page 520 ~ 1930-40-665 children 
1940-41--437 children 
410 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
Wilbert Turlcer ilVoodson. 
·· 1941-42- 726 children 
1942-43- 479 children 
194::J-44- 23 childten 
1944-45- 516 children 
1945-46- 692 children 
1946-47- 380 children 
194 7-48- 922 children 
1948-49-1,538 children 
1949-50-2,005 children 
For the current scsRion, 1950-51., on September 15, there 
were 2,833 more pupils cmolled than at the same time last 
session. 
Q. Then the increase has been over fon r times in that ten-
year period f 
A. Right. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. The above :fig·ures include the public sehools in the City 
of Falls Church except for the sessions 1949-50 and l.950-51. 
The increases of children living in that city were f:.mall as in-
rlicated bv the fact that between the session 1941-42 and 
1948-49 the total increase ,:vas only 1~7 ( 88 high school and 39 
elementary school). 
Q. l\fr. ·w ooclson, I think there would be a good 
pag·e 521 ~ time to explain to the Court why Falls Church 
occupies a little different position in figuring 
your total increase. ,Just tell us about the ownership of the 
schools there. I do not cm·e if vou g·o into nnv other back-
~·:round. Tell us how they nre owne~l and how· they are op-
erated in the Citv of Falls Church now. 
A. Now? · 
Q. Yes. 
A. \Vell, I might have to p;ive a little background. Falls 
Church operated as a separate school district until 1942, but 
in the same school division with the same superintendent of 
schools. In 1942, in accordance with an Act of Legislature, 
. tl1e schools of Falls Church became an integral part of the 
Fairfax County school system., and the enrollments and all 
records were merged for those years. 
Then in 1948 the City again withdrew when it became a 
oity of the second class, and established its own school sys-
tem. 
Is that the information vou think-
Q. And the schools thnt are within the City Limits of Falls 
Church but are owned and operated by the County. 
A. The City of Falls Church owns and operates the :Madi-
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~on Elementary School in the City, nnd Fairfax County owns 
Hnd operates the Oak Street Elementary School and the Falls 
Church High School. Even though they are in 
page 522 ~ the City, they are owned and operated by the 
,County, and by far the larger part of the enroll-
ments in these schools is countv children. 
Q. I just wanted the Court to understand that. All right, 
su·. 
A. Tbe County had continued a steady program of school 
building construction in the years from 1931 until the out-
1,reak of the ·world War II. During the war years, school 
building construction was well nigh impossible because of 
the limitatious enforced by the "\Var Production Board, and 
the scarcity of materials and labor, both skilled and unskilled. 
Despite these handicaps, the county did, in an effort to meet 
its increasing· needs, spend for school construction, $2,800,-
000 between 1940 and 1948. 
In December, 1947, and January, 1948, the School Board 
filed with the State Board of Education from which it had 
ueen accustomed to secure funds for school building·s.~ appli-
cations for loans from the Literarv Fund in the amount of 
$986,000. .. 
It proposed to file applications for additional lonns as 
rapidly as architects could prepare preliminary blueprints 
and cost estimates, in order to meet the rapid inc1·ease in 
the enrollme11ts in the schools. However, the State Board of 
Education 011 January 6, 1948, declined to approve these ap:-
plications bec.ause of lack of funds. These appli-
page 523 ~ cations have since been approved subject to funds 
again becoming available. 
The School Board and interested citizens concluded follow-
ing the aforementioned action of the State Board of Educa-
tion, that a bond issue apepared the only means of financing 
the needed school building construction. A petition was pre-
pared and a number of men and women worked diligently to 
Hecure the needed signatures. Before this petition could be 
presented to the school board and the Court for a Bond Is-
sue Election, the town of Falls Church instituted legal pro-
ceeding·s to withdraw from the County and become a City 
of the Second Class. This litig·ation and the resulting sepa-
ration of the Town from the Countv thwarted the efforts of 
the people of the County to hold a· school bond election be-
cause many of the sig·ners of the petition were residents of 
Falls Church and hence no longer residents of the County. 
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Q. Do you mean no longer residents of the County f'or the 
purpose of voting on this bond issue Y 
A .. Yes. And hence we were advised that that petition 
would be illegal. 
Q. All right, sir. 
A. In the early 1930 's, the County worked out plans for 
sohool consolidation for both high and elementary schools .. 
Schools were often located near road intersections that pupils 
from small schools might be brought in to these 
page 524 } centers by buses. A survey committee was asked 
to make recommendations for the location of 
high school centers. 
This committee was Dr. Smithey of the Department of Edu-
cation of the University of Virginia, the late Dean Hoke of 
ihe College of William and l\Iary, and Dr. Combs then Super-
visor of Secondary Education of the State Department of 
Education, now President of l\fory ,v ashington College at 
Fredericksburg·. This committee recommended three high 
schools for the county to be located at Herndon, Fairfax, and 
in the Mount Vernon area. 
The school board proceeded as circumstances would per-
mit to provide schools in the area recomµiended. As a re-
8Ult of the rapid growth of the !Ierri:field, Falls Church and 
Bailey's areas an additional or fourth high school was con-
structed at Falls Church in 1944. The consolidated elemen-
tary schools were established as convenitently as possible 
around the high schools as centers. This plan of school dis-
tribution is functioning well. 
The County Scbool Board, in 01~der to meet the increasing-
enrollment, proposes to construct as quickly as possible in 
the area· desired to be annexed, a new school plant at tlm 
Shirley-Duke apartment development, and an addition to 
the Lincolnia plant, improvements at tlle Lee-Jackson Schoo] 
and a new elementary school for Negroes in or immediately 
adjacent to this area. 
page 525 ~ The Board also proposes to purchase within 
this area a new site for an elementary school just 
west of the Shirley Hig·hway, between the Shirley Higl1way 
and Columbia Pike at Bailey 1s Cross Roads. 
The Lee-Jackson plant, exclusive of tlle ·Shirley-Duke ancl 
Belle View annexes, cares for 440 cllildren, 254 of whom 
live outside the area to be annexed, and 186 within. The-
Lincolnia school enrolls 396 pnpils'--289 of whom live out-
side the area proposed to be annexed and 1():7 withinr Should 
the City of Alexandria be permitted to annex the area pro-
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posed, the county is left with the resulting problem of mak-
ing other provisions for the 543 pupils living outside this 
area who now are enrolled at Lee-Jackson and Lincolnia. 
No other schools adjacent to the area have been planned to 
care for these pupils. , 
page 526 ~ ,vhile there are many shortcomings in the 
Fairfax County school system, the most obvious 
of which is lack of physical facilities, the gTeat majority of 
our people think well of the system and give it strong sup-
'port, as indicated in the recent bond issue election. It was 
passed, may I say, by a vote of over two to one. 
·with the facilites proposed to be added as quickly as pos-
sible ,vitb bond issue moneys, our present program can be 
greatly improved and be made more efficient and further im-
provements made in curriculum gradually as considered 
judgment may dictate. 
Should parts of the County be permitted to be cut away, 
tlie result would be to disorganize the school system and take 
from it its increasing financial support which, while it is a 
rural county, it has needed so much to bring its schools up 
to standard and which it now needs to meet its increasing 
responsibilities. 
Fairfax County and other counties in Virginia similarly 
located can never hope to develop and maintain well-organ-
ized and properly supported school systems wherein teachers 
receive a living wage and pupils work in decent buildings 
with necessary equipment should adjacent cities be per-
mitted-
. :\Ir. Eclwa rds: 1Iay it please the Court, I object to this 
speech he is making; along this line and ask that 
page 527 ~ it be expunged from the record. 
J udg·e Brown: "\Yell, I think it is argument. 
Mr. Edwards: If the gentleman lias undertaken to attack 
the annexation lmvs of the State., he should g·o to the assem-
lJly and vote against them. 
,Judµ;e Brown: The objection is ~rn;;tained. 
:Mr. l\foCancllish: ·we now come to a point where there is 
n good break. If the Court is in the mood for a slight re-
cess-
.J udg·e Brmv·n: How much time do vou want f 
l\Ir. McCandlisb: Five minuteB. · 
Judge Brown: Very well. 
( There was a brief recess taken.) 
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By Ml'. McCandlish: 
Q. \Vhen :Mr. T. C. "\Villiams, the Superintendent of ..Alex-
andria Schools, testified the other day, there was consider-
able talk about the Southern Association of Colleges and Sec-
ondary Schools, and I would like to ask you if you have pre-
pared an exhibit for the purpose of evaluating· the County 
schools on the basis of the criteria used bv those schools'? 
A. I have. · 
l\fr. i\fcCandlish: I would like to introduce that as County 
Exhibit No. 39. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit County Ko. 39.") 
page 528 ~ By :Mr. l\foCaucllh,h: 
Q. \V ould .you explain to the Court something 
about this exhibit? · 
A. During the spring of Hl50 committees representing the 
State Department of Education evaluated the fonr white high 
schools in Fairfax Countv. The summaries of evaluative 
eriteria prepared by these committee~ show all four high 
schools surpassing· considerably the average of the schools of 
the southern association with the exception of one Rchool, and 
that school fell down in one criteria only and sliglitly, the 
Herndon plant, wl1ich was one point below the average on 
the size of plant. Two of the schools nveraged in the superior 
group, and one school was plnced in the very superior group 
on two criteria. 
I think you have photostatic copies of these termometersr 
as we call them, which show the standing of the school on the 
different criteria listed. You will find first the Fairfax Hig·h 
School. The lower line, the zizag horizontal line is the aver-
age of the southern associfltion, and the upper horizontal 
zig·zag line is the standing: of the particular school, ar-d oi1 
the first sheet is the standing- of the Fairfax High School. 
I think we don't need to g-o into detail reg·m:ding the num-
ber of points and each one of the criteria in which it ranks 
higher than tlle average. It is clear on a ~dance. 
Next is the Falls Church Hi!th School. Now 
pag·e 529 ~ that stands considerahl~1 aboveL, tlle average of 
the southern association. 
The Herndon High School stand~ considerably· above ex-
cept in two criteria. In outcomes of the educational program 
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it goes down almost to the average, but in plant, next to the 
last column, it drops one point below the average. 
Then the l\founty Vernon High School, the last sheet, is 
<1 bove the averag·e of the southern association .. 
The application for membership in the southern associa-
tion was not submitted bv our schools until last vear when 
this evaluation was made; and I have been advise~d by Mrs. 
E. T. Kyle, who is the Executive Secretary of the Southern 
Associ_ation of Colleges and Secondary Schools that she sees 
no reason why it will not be approved by the state committee 
mid therebv forwarded to the committee of the southern as-
sociation probably in early December, with a recommenda-
tion for approval. 
page 530} Q. Are you finished with that? 
.A. That is the four white. schools. 
Q. In his testimony the otl1er day, Mr. T. C. "'\\7illiams said, 
among other things, that the Parker-Gray colored high school 
in Alexandria was on the approved list of the A!Ssociation, 
but the Manassas Regional High School, which is the colored 
hig·h school for the County, for Negro Hig·h school pupils 
·was not approved. Have you a letter from Mr. Kyle, or a 
certificate dated October 23, 1950, in regard to this matter! 
A. I have. 
l\Ir. McCandlish: I would like to introduce this as Countv 
Exhibit 40, showing· that the Manassas Regfonal High School 
was approved in 1941. Isn't that correct? And also that 
the Parker-9"ray School was approvfld in 1942. 
A . .And, may I say, that t]1is school is still on the approved 
list of the Southern Association, the :Manassas Regional High 
School. 
( Communication so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit County No. 40. ") 
By Mr. l\foCandlish: 
Q. Have you prepared an exhibit, Mr. ·w oodson, as to the 
proposed school construction with the bond issue funds and 
the funds that you hope to borrow from the Literary Loan 
Fund? 
pag·e 531 } .A. I have. 
l\:lr. McCandlish: \\7 e would like to introduce that as 
County Exhibit No. 41. 
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(Document entitled, '' Proposed School Construction'' was. 
received in evidence and marked ''Exhibit County No. 41 .. ") 
. By l\fr. McCandlish ~ 
Q. In regard to County Exhibit No . .41., the proposed school 
construction, is it your plan to sell the bonds all in one issue-
of $10,500,0QO, or to sell them over a period of time i 
A. Over a period of time. It is the plan at the present 
time of the Board to sell them in three lots in order that 
we may not have considerable monies lying in bank unex-
pended, because we cannot pnt all of the buildings under con-
tract immediately but we would sell bonds as the program 
progresses and the money is needed. 
Q. Then yon will sell those bonds as you need the money 
for your construction t 
A.. That is correct.. 
Q. So when you will sell them, the time, still remains to be, 
seen-exactly when you will sell each issue ~l 
A. That is correct. 
Mr. :M:cCandlisI1 :- Now I would like to introduce County 
Exhibit 42, a tabular sheet showing tlle proposed Fairfa~ 
County School construction program which is. 
page 532 ~ County School Board Release No-. 3 on the school 
bond issne .. 
~·county School Board Release No. 3 was received in evi-
tience and Marked "County Exhibit No. 42 .. ") . 
By Mr. McCandlish:-
Q. I do not want you to go througl1 the proposed school 
construction thing in detail at all, but I would lilrn you to· 
point out any high lights tllere. 
··;:. A. On which exhibiU 
. , Q. This Exhibit 40. 
A. This exhibit shows first that $10,500,000 of bond fssuc· 
funds will be used, and tllat $1,500,000 is expected to be re-
ceived from what is Irnown as the State Constrnction Fund, 
sometimes called tlle "Battle l\foney"', and from borrowings 
from the Literary Fund, to make a total available of $12,-
000,,000. We Irnve a breakdown there of the number- of class 
rooms to be constructed, and then fnrtller of the number of 
rooms of different types to be c·onstrncted. 
Then this exhibit shows more particularly first what iR 
planned for the area proposed to: he· annexed by the· City of 
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,Alexandria .. In addition to new buildings in the area, there 
is Lee-Jackson Elementary. The original school there was 
built in 1926 and has been added to and improved and we 
propose to at this time add a library, a principal's office, a 
secretary's office and a teachers' room. 
page 533 ~ The cost for the addition at Lee-Jackson is 
estimated at $10,000. 
An addition at Lincolnia School, at an estimated cost of 
-$96,000 to include two primary classrooms, a grammar grade 
classroom, a multi-purpose room, a cafeteria and a teachers' 
room. 
In the Shirley-Duke Development, a new 20-room school 
building estimated to cost $445,000, consisting of six primary 
and fourteen grammar-g·rade rooms, and a multi-purpose 
room, library, auditorium, cafeteria, principal 's office., secre-
.tary's office, clinic, two storage rooms, and teach~rs' room. 
The Mount Pleasant Elem(.lntary School, a New Negro 
School, is estimated to cost approximately $208,000. The 
exact location of the school has not been determined. It may 
he within or without the area. 
Q. Let me interrupt you right tl1ere, :Mr. "'\Voodson. ,vhen 
you draw the plans for a school do you draw them before or 
· after you purchase the site for the school? 
A. After we have purchased the site and have had the 
surveyor make a topographical map. Our architects ask us 
to do that. 
Q. Would it not be rather difficult to draw the plans before 
you purchased the site? 
A. You would not be able to do verv much with 
page 534 ~ drawing the plans. YOU could make some studies 
as to the number of rooms you want, which we 
have already done here, but we do not need an architect to 
tell us that. We have determined that from our own estimate 
of the needs. 
Q. All right, sir. Go ahead. 
· A. The l\tount Pleasant N eg'l'o School will carrv six class-
rooms, two primary, four grainmar-g'J'ade, one multi-purpose 
room, library,, auditorium, cafeteria, principal 's office, secre-
tary's office, clinic, two storaire rooms and a teachers' room. 
Addition to new building·s in the area adjacent to that be-
ing sought by the City of Alexandria: 
Q .• Just a minute. That would serve pupils both in the 
nrea sought and outside, is that correct? 
A. Yes. They are .buildings outside of the area. schools 
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·now, and buildings which we propose to build adjacent to 
the area which will affect it. 
· Q. I do not think it is necessary to read that. I want 
.to ask you one further question about the schools. Do you 
propose to build a Negro high school in the County? 
. A. Yes. 
Q. On this map, which is County Exhibit No. 35, you have 
the locations of the schools. ,vm you tell the Court what the 
leg·encl means on that map, the colors of the dif-
page 535 ~ f eren t circles there? 
A. The blue circles a re existing hig·h schools, 
white. There are four in the county, at Mount Vernon, Falls 
Church, Fairfax County and Herndon. 
~rhe new high schools, white, one proposed to be constructed 
in the area of Springfield, here, or as nearly as possible 
equally distant from Fairfax, Falls Church, and Mount Ver-
non, which are the three high schools that are becoming rather 
well crowded. 
New hig·h school for Negroes, one central high school for 
Neg-roes to be constructed as near the geographical and l'Oad 
center of the county as possible, proposed to be near the town 
of Fairfax. 
Eixsting elementary school~, white, are indicated by the 
red dots. 
Eixsting elementary schools, Negro, are indicated by the 
black dots. 
The g-reen dots are new elementary schools. ,v ould you 
'like me to go into some detail regarding that? 
Q. How about the general location of them? 
A. In the near area of Alexandria is tl1e one at Shirlev-
Duke. Then the one that may affect part of that area is the 
new one to be constructed at Bailey's Cross Roads, and a new 
one to be constructed adjacent to the Belle View apartments 
off of :Memorial Highway. · 
page 536 ~ I won't go into the new ones in the remainder of 
the County because that is not of particular in-
terest. 
Then new elementary schools, Negro. "\Ve propose to erect 
four new elementary schools for Negroes, completing the con-
solidation program of these Negro schools, and one of those 
~chools will be in the area near Alexandria. It is in the area 
about halfway between Bailev's Cross· Roads and Annan-
dale, right here. Additions to the existing buildings are 
shown in orange. . 
W c propose one for the Mount Eagle Elementary School, 
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which is close to Alexandria. ,v e have also acquireq a site 
for a new building iu the area known as Burgundy, which is 
just south of the present Lee-J aekson Elementary School, and 
.additional sites are being acquired in the Groveton area, and 
an additional site which I mentioned earlier in my testimony 
just west of Shirley Hig·hway, between Shirley Highway and 
Railey 's Cross Roads. 
Then the blocks with diagonal red lines arc the sites which 
I have mentioned that we propose to acquire or have ac-
quired. One of the sites we are negotiating for now is .a 22-
:acre site in Groveton for an additional high school there. 
Now., may I say that that high school is now in ou:r ·bo:tid 
issue. The Springfield high school is the only white addi-
tional high school in the bond issue, but a site 
page 537 } is being· acquired for an additional high school in 
Groveton to care for the increase in enrollment 
expected in that area, and then the circles with black cross-
marks are buildings to be abandoned, and they are the present 
Bailey's Cross Roads School and the small Negro schools. 
Q. Is that all the comments that you have to make on 
that! 
A. I think so. 
May I say, reg·ardinp; the Negro High School, on sheet 3 of 
Exhibit 41, we l1ave listed the facilities proposed to be con-
Rtructed in that school, and on page 4 of that exhibit I have 
listed the sights to be secured, or which have already been 
secured, in the area adjacent to the area proposed to be a11-
11exed by Alexandria. 
l\fr. McCandlish: At this time, if the Court please, I would 
like to introduce County exhibits 43, 44, 45, and 46, specimen 
tax bills of the County, to show the proportion of the county 
levy that goes to schools for the years named. 
( Specimen tax bills were received in evidence and marked 
"ID.xhibits County Nos. 43, 44, 45 and 46. ") {~ 
Bv Mr. McCandlish: 
·Q. You were in court the other clay when Mr. Williams, 
Superintendent of the Alexandria Schools testified, were you 
noU 
A. I was. 
pag·e 538 } Q. He testified, among other things, to the over-
crowded conditions a.t Lee-Jackson School. Is this 
true, and if so, why is it? 
A. It is very true, and for a good reason. 
t..;-. 
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On the ninth day of' school for the session "49-'50 last yeal",. 
we· IracI 5Z5 pupils. On the ninth day of school thiS' year we-
Iiad 979 pn:pirB', or mr increase of 447 or 8'4 per cent. 
On September 30, tile enrollment was still increasing.. WC' 
had increased then to 1,013 children, at that time· being an 
increase of 89.3 per cent. 
Q. Then it was almost doul'lle, was it not, in t:ha:t one-year 
periodf 
A. Almost donb1e. 
Q~ Do you have similar increases in other parts of the 
Countyf · 
A. There are, bnt they are heavier ~n spots. The increases 
are rather general in the county, bnt heavier in spots.. The 
whole County picture I have given, but I did not .give it up 
to September. 
In Septe·mbe:r\ '49 there were 13,173 enrolled, and in Sep-
tember, 1950,' 16,122, or a total increase in enrollment in the-
County for the year of 2,949,. which is an increase of 22.38 
per cent .. 
p-age 539 ~ Q. Do these increases in enrolhnent require-
also a considerable increase in the number of 
teachers! 
.A. They do, that is one of our greatest difficrrltties·. For 
the session 1940-1950 there were 468 teache-rs·1 52 more than 
for the previous year. 
For the session to-date we liave an increase of 110 over the 
last year or 579 .. 
Our teachers are not plentiful. They are scarce through-
out the nation, as we see by nearly all the papers that express 
interest in the public school situation, and it is very difficuft 
to find those teachers.. Had we only a few new teacI1ers to 
appoint, we woold have very little difficulty .. I have 
little difficulty in getting 50 or 75 additional teachers, but as 
the summer goes on and I strive to fill the additional posi-
1·: tions, and then unexpected positions at the last mirnlte when 
k, schools open, when most teacl1ers have already accepted con-
tracts somewhere, it is difficult to get teachers who are fully 
certified. 
Q. And it is· rather difficult,. I imagine, for ymr to anticipate 
this vast increase every year, 
A. We can anticipate somes but it is very difficult to get 
an accurate connt on that .. 
Q .. Does Alexandria have such increases in the nmnber of 
pupils and teachers, do you know, sir "1 
A·. As I recall, you asked Mr. Williams that question when 
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he was on the stand, and I think he gave you an · 
page 540 r estimate of 305 increase this year over last. The 
reports of the Superintendent of Public Instruc-
tion show that in the years '47-'48 Alexandria schools enrolled 
6,943, and for 1948-1949, enrolled 7,267, or an increase of 324. 
The increase evidently is lower for the past year than for 
previous years. This increase in enrollment would require 
an increase of between 10 and 15 teachers instead of 110 
which we have already had to place this year. 
page 541 r Q. Now Mr. Williams in referring to the Lee-
Jackson School made the following statement: 
''Vve understand that its abandonment for school use is 
being very seriously considered by school officials of' Fairfax 
County." Is that correct? 
A. Not to my knowledge. As I have mentioned before, the 
School Board is proposing to make further improvements to 
that school. 
Q. When was this school built 1 
A. In 1926. . 
Q. Have there been any improvements made to it since that 
time? 
A.. In 1938 two permanent additional classrooms were co1,-
structed, and a cafeteria was provided in 1946, and a stoker 
was installed in 194 7. i: 
Q. Now Mr. Williams spoke of certain crowded conditions, 
and I would like to know what you can say about that. H~ 
said that there were two classrooms in the auditorium with 
eighty-four pupils, one in the shop with forty-four pupils,' one 
on the stage with forty-eight pupils, one in the library with 
thirty-eight pupils, and one in the teachers' rest room. 
A. I have checked this very carefully with the principal. 
There were children in all spaces mentioned for a few days 
after schools were opened. As you can well imagine, we had 
to put them somewhere, almost hang them on the 
page 542 ~ wall, when we bad 447 more than last year. But 
it seems they were not in those rooms in such 
numbers as indicated. Places were being prepared but were 
not ready for so large an increase in enrolhnnt. 
These situations were relieved rather quickly. The two 
classes were taken from. the auditorium. The shop enrolls 
only twenty-nine instead of the forty-four reported by Mr. 
Williams. The stage, which is a regular classroom with a 
moving partition, so designed for a classroom, enrolled thirty-
two instead of forty-eig·bt as reported, and the library room 
had thirty-one instead of thirty-eight as reported. 
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Q. Mr. Williams testified that in eight regular classroomR, 
as I indicated, there is an average teacher load of about thirty-
eight pupils; is that correct¥ 
A. No. The enrollment for the eight permanent classrooms 
is twenty-eight, thirty, twenty-eight, thirty-two, thirty-one, 
twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and twenty-seven, or an average of 
29.125. 
· Six classrooms were moved to Belle View during the first 
week of school an<l three more in early October, making a 
total of nine classrooms removed from that school or created 
for the overflow children of that school in the Belle View 
apartments. 
Q. l\Ir. "'\Villiams testified there are accommodated at the 
present time, October 10, 315 pupils in the 
page 543 ~ Shirley-Duke area in apartment houses, with eig·ht 
, · teachers instructing· . them. What is your com-
ment on that statementf 
A. Mr. Williams somehow reported wrong information. 
Our records show the enrollment of 278 pupils for Shirley-
Duke at the end of September with ten teachers. Our con-
tracts show that the last teachers appointed to Shirley-Duke 
started work on September 26, whereas Mr. ,vmiams had said 
that there were only eight teachers there on October 10. Hence 
the pupil load for the end of September ·was an average of 
27.8, and on October 10 there were enrolled at Shirley-Duke 
314 pupils with ten teachers, making an average pupil load 
of 31.4, instead of approximately forty, as indicated by Mr. 
Williams. 
l\fov I sav in that connection that we strive to hold down 
"the teacher" loads of our children as far as possible. It is 
true we face problems finding· sufficient spaces in which to 
place the children, but we <livide auditoriums or secure rooms 
in churches, if necessary, or elsewhere, and in some cases 
clivide primary gTades, first and second, into sections, where 
each teacher may have a smaller number of children for whom 
to be responsible and to guide, rather than take an ideal class-
room and put forty, fifty, or sixty children in it. We strive 
to hold down the loads of children, particularly in the ele-
mentary grades. 
page 544 ~ Q. Now, Mr. Williams testified tha.t of the 16 
. teachers at Lee-Jackson last session, two held 
Master's Degrees, four held Professional Degrees, but ten 
·did not hold degrees. Is this correct? 
A. Technically correct, but misleading. 
Q. What do you mean by "misleading''! 
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A. Mr. Williams failed to tell the Court that of the ten 
teachers who did not hold degTees, seven held normal pro-
fessional certificates, which are based on two years Qr more 
professional college work. I am sure that Alexandria has 
many teacher·s with· this certificate. These seven teachers 
have teaching experiences ranging from a maximum of 36. 
years to a minimum of nine years. The three teachers who 
held emergency licenses, which is a form of temporary cer-
tificate, had over three years of college training, and experi-
:ence of six, ten and twenty-four years. There were 17 instead 
of 16 teachers at Lee-,Tackson last vear. The 17th teacher 
had a little less than two years of coiiege training, but had 20 
years of successful teaching experience. 
Q. W11at, in your opinion, is the quality of teaching done by 
these holders of temporary certificates or licenses 1 
A. Almost uniformly they are better than the beginning 
teachers who may have several degrees. 
Q. Mr. vVilliams testified that there was no cafeteria at 
Franconia School. Is that correcU 
page 545 } A. That is correct. The addition of the cafe-
teria here is proposed under the bond issue re-
cently passed. However, this school has a kitchen from which 
hot lunches are served on trays, to pupils in their classrooms, 
and I have been advised that the George vVashiugton School 
in Alexandria has a similar situation. It has not a place for 
the children to sit down to eat. And maybe in other schools 
but I haven't been in Mr. ·wmiams' schools recently. 
Q. Mr. Williams also stated that at Franconia there is no 
vocal music instruction under a trained vocal teacher. 
A. That is incorrect. We have a qualified teacher in that 
work at that school, and Lincolnia school also has instru-
mental music, a band directed by a teacher who holds a 
Bachelor of Music Degree from the University of Minnesota. 
(J. Mr. Williams testified that there were nine reg'Ular and 
two temporary classrooms at Lincolnia and that primary 
grndes there were on shifts. Is this correct 1 
A. Yes, there is a class on the stag·e and a class in the li-
Jll'a ry. All primary grades, l1owever, are not on double shift. 
Two rooms or four sections of the first and second grades 
are on double shift, but two teachers are always present in 
each class room which· operates on a double shift. 
May I expand on that¥ In order to use our space to great-
est advantage, particularly for the primary 
page 546 } grades, one group of first grade or second grade 
children, as the case may be, will report in the 
424 Swprem~ Court of Appeals of' Virginia 
Wilbert Tu.ck er ,w oodson. 
morning. There will lae a teache1' in charg·e of that group ancl 
that teacher is 1·esponsiblc for them. And another teacher 
will be helping that teacher. 
We· realize that children are not in school all day, and that 
we want to do the best job possible in the half day. So this 
teacher helps. These children go home, another group comes. 
in in the afternoo11, and tbe teacher who helped in the morn-
fog is a fully qualified teacher who is respon...c;;ible for the 
group in the afternoon. The teacher who was in charge iu 
the morning becomes the helping teacher in the afternoon. 
· We have had very favorable reaction from many parents 
who find that they frankly prefer this to the full day instruc-
iion for the primary children. 
Q. Mr. Williams testified that at Lincolnia the average size 
class group was 36.7. Is this figure too hight 
A. Yes: Mr. ·wmiams tvidentlv dhridecl the enrolhnent of 
404 by 11,'the number of classrooms spaces which. gives the-
36.7. 
You say is tlle :fignre this J1igb1 I should say "no, 11 it 
i's not this high. M.r. Williams' statement was incorrect. Al-
though he mentioned that ~ome classes were on shifts, he 
failed to take this into consideration when ar-
page 547 } riving at the average load; Since two classrooms 
are on double shift, this adds two classes ancl two 
teacebrs, or a total of 13'. 
404 pupils divided by 13 teachers, gives an average puprn 
load of· 31 instead of 36.7. · 
Q. Now, g·oingv f1uther in his' indictment that he and the 
City Attorney said was not an indictment of the Fairfax: 
County Schoois·, he said the Lincolnia School was not fire-
proof. Do you lrnow whether or not an Aie::saandria: S.chooiis: 
are fire-prooff 
A. I know they are not · 
Q. Now:, Mr. Williams did not say a gTeat deal about tlle 
Falls Church Negro Elementary S'ehool, the J ames-Le'fr 
School, except that it was overcrowded and there were 37 
pupils per teacher. What is the situation in regard to this r 
A. The school is somewhat overcrowded. "\Ve have had 
to place a cl'assroom in a part of the cafeteria, and one in 
the library. However, this is one of the most modern schools 
in Northern Virginia-small elementary schools in Northern 
Virginia, whether yon fake into consideration tne white or 
Negro schools. It was constructed in 1947. Our enrollment 
for September shows there were 319' children with nine teacl1-
e-rs1 an ave-rage ?f 35.4 instead of' 37 as reported .. 
') 
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I ·am convinced that this Parker .. Gray High School does 
l10t ·offer so rich an offering in the building tirades .as does 
the Manassas Regfonal High School. . 
Q. Now, tl1ere has been some comment about tli'e~as a 
· matter of fact, Mr. ·wmiams seems to make a g-reat deal of 
the fact that the Alexandria Schools both white and Negro, 
are accredited by the Southern Association. He said the high 
school in Fairfax County and Manassas Regional High School 
~re not accredited. Has the fact tlmt the Fairfax County 
'Schools are not so accredited caused anv difficulty or incon·-
venience to those graduates ·of those schools y 
1,age 552 } A. I think not. Our pupils who receive the 
academic diploma and are recommending for col-
foge entrance, rarely if ever, have any difficulty entering col-
leg·es within or without the State, except those institutions 
·which accept no one except on the basis of an entrance ex-
amination. 
Q. Now, we have already touched on the matter of the 
Regional Higl1 School beinp: recognized, and Fairfax High 
Schools applying· for accredation. Let me ask you if the 
Home Economics Department of the Fairfax County High 
'Schools is approved by the State Department of Education? 
A. All of the Home Economics Departments-that is, in 
the four hig:11 schools in Fairfax County, and also may I say 
in the Regional High School in Manassas, are approved by 
the State Department of Education as being· vocational home 
economic departments, and receive funds from the State as 
such. 
Q. How a b,0ut the Home Economics Department of the 
George ,v ashington· Higl1 School in Alexandria¥ 
A. That department was not approved by the State De-
11artment of Education for the session 1949-1950 as a voca-
tional home economics department., and was not eligible to 
receive any funds from the State. 
I understand that they teach home economics rather on 
the laboratory basis. but not from tl1e point of view of the 
home-making2centerecl program, as in the Fairfax County 
Schools. 
1,ap;e 553 } Mr. l\foCandlish: That is all, sir. 
Judge Brown : I do not think we should start 
the cross examination now, since it is almost 4 :30-unless you 
nre going to limit it to al.lout five minutess or somethino· iike 
ili~ ~ 0 
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Mr. Edwards : I don't expect to. 
Judge Brown: v.Ve had better adjourn nntil tomorrow 
mormng. 
(Whereupon, a:t 4 :25 p. m. the hearing was adjourned to 
reconvene at 10 a. m. Thursday, October 26, 1950 .. ) 
page 554 ~ 
• 
Fairfax, Virginia 
Thursday, October 25, 1950. 
The above-entitled matter came on for further hearing· be-
fore the Honorable Judges Walter E. McCarthy, Jeff ,v. 
Walter~ and Paul E. Brown,. sitting as· arr Ammxatiorr Court,. 
in the Courthouse at Fairfax,. Virginia, at 10 :08 o'clock a. 111. 
Apeparances: V. Floyd William~, Esq., Horace H. Ed-
wards, Esq.., and Olin Rogers, Esq., for the City of Alexan-
dria .. 
Armistead L. Boothe, Esq., and "\V. ·w. Koontz, Esq., rep-
resenting B. M. Smith., Trrrste·e; Duke-Shirley Terminal, Inc. ; 
Sf1irley Hills Development Corp. ; Randolph, et al. ; l\fark and 
Catherine C. ,vinkler; and Residents and Freel10lders of 
· Dowden Terrace Subdivision. 
page 555 ~ Hngh B. Marsh, Esq., and Robert J. l\foCand-
Iish, Jr., Esq., repre-senting tbe Board of Super-
visors of Fairfax County. 
J"ames B. Keith., Esq., representing 570 Intervenors in the 
Area sought to be Annexed. 
Robert F. Davis, Esq., representing Intervenors Outside of 
the Area sought to be annexed. 
PROCEEDINGS .. 
Mr. McCandlish: I just want to introduce this exiiibit tlmt 
Mr. Woodson testified to yesterday as County K"rhibit No. 47. 
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~ a witness called by counsel for the Defendants, having been 
previously sworn, resumed the stand and testified further as 
follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION (Resumed)". 
Bv Mr. :McCa.ndlish : 
0
Q. Mr. Woodson, yesterday you testified that you were in 
receipt of a communication from the Executive Secretary of 
the Virginia Committee of the Southern Association of Col-· 
leges and Secondary School. Is that correct f 
A. That is correct. 
Q. And is this a photostatic copy of the letter you received 
from them¥ 
page 556 } Mr. Edwards: Is that the one from l\Ir. K vie 7 
:Mr. McCandlish: This is another fron1 Mr. 
Kyle, not the same one you have. 
A. This is a carbon of that letter referred to. 
Q. It is not a carbon, it is a photostatic copy? 
A.. It is a photostatic copy. 
Mr. McCandlish: ,ve would like to introduce that as 
County Exhibit No. 47. 
( Communication referred to wa!=: received in evidence and 
marked "County Exhibit No. 47.'') 
Mr. l\foCancllish: That is all, Mr. Edwards. 
page 557 ~ CROSS EXAMINATION. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. 1\Then did you apply for admission into the Southern 
.Association of Colleges and Secondary Schools f 
A. As well as I recall it was last spring. Last spring the 
evaluating committees visited our schools. 
Q. Have the schools in Fairfax County ever at any time ,in 
the past been members of the association? . 
A. They have never applied. 
Q. Do you consider it a desirable thing··¥ 
A. Yes, but we haven't felt it too important. 
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,--.. 
Q. ,Yell, why did you recently apply, if it is not an im-
portant thing? rt< ... 
A. I didn't say it wasn't at all important, but not too im-
portant. One of the reasons we did not apply earlier was 
because frankly I had. some fear that one of our schools might 
not be approved, because it did not have sufficient physical 
plant. Then I learned that physical plant d.idn 't ~eem to 
enter into the picture so much, so we decided to haye an 
evaluation, and when we lmd the evaluation we found our 
schools stood up well compared with the schools already on 
the accredited list that we decided to apply. 
Q. You had fear about the physical plant at one schood? 
A. That is rig·ht. 
Q. Do you liave any fear about the physical 
page 558 ~ plants of any of the other schools in the County f 
A. Do you mean in keeping· on the accredited 
Jist Y 
Q. No, for other uses., school use ~~cnerally. 
A. No, I liave no fear of them. I have a desire that the 
facilities be increased, bt1t no fear. 
Q. Are you satisfied with them f 
A. No. I don't expect ever to be. 
Q. Even after you spend your $10,500,000? 
A. No, because we will still be growing. 
Q. And do you need more money for the schools than the 
$10,500,000? 
A. "\Ve will need more if the present trend continues. 
Q. ·well, will this $10,500,000 do the present job? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Now I want you to tell the Court, if you ,vill, how many 
lmsements you are now using in which to instruct children. 
A. That would be rather difficult for me to answer. 
Q. Would the records in your office indicate 
page 559 ~ the basement rooms that are being used? 
.l'i.. Yes, sir, they would. 
Q. ,Yould you g·et that information at the recess? 
A. There will be a question as to w'lrnt is considered a base-
.ment room. 
Q. I would like to define a basement room as the room that 
was referred to by you in your educational release No. 2 
just before the last proposed bond issue. '\Vould that be suf-
ficient. definition of what a basement room is f -
A. I think it would. 
Q. All rigllt. Will you get that information for mef 
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A. That is in release No. 2? 
Q. Release No. 2. 
Are these basement rooms that made you fearful of ap-
JJlying· for Southern Associatio~1 admission, in the building 
that gave you that concern! 
A. I think you misunderRtood me. I did not say that base-
ment rooms caused us to be concerned about admission. I 
said lack of physical facilities. As far as I recall, there were 
llO basement rooms in use in the high school buildings for in-
structional purposes. 
Q. ·when did you first bring into use a basement room for 
instructional purposes? 
Judge Brown : Do you mean in the high schools or all 
·schools! 
]lage 560 ~ Mr. Edwards: High schools or elementary .. 
Either one. 
The "Witness: As far as I remember, right now there is 
not a single basement room in use for high schools for in-
structional purposes. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
·Q. You heard me say to the Court that I meant both high 
f:chools and elementary schools. And as I understand you' 
nre going to g·et for me at the recess hour a list of the base-
ments that vou bad in mind at the time of this release No. 2. 
A. I will°get that for you. 
Q. All right. 
A. But I cannot-
Q. I am asking you wl10n you :first started to use basement 
rooms to instruct children in Fairfax County. 
A. I could not answer tba t. 
Q. Could you get that nt recess time? 
A. I will try to get that. 
Q. All right. Now, I want you tell the Court how many 
quonset huts-
Mr. Marsl1: Just let him finish making his memorandum 
of tlrat, Mr. Edwards. 
Bv Mr. Edwards: 
· . Q. How many quonset huts are being used as 
})age 561 } class rooms in the county 1 
A. Ther~ were, seven quonset huts before the 
'·t 
432' Sl!lpreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
lV ilbert Tucker Woodson. 
current year. Eleven buildings. ·were secured this year· of 
the larger type. I believe they are still called quonset huts 
but iltey are quite different f:rom ·those we had at first. Some 
of those can be divided i»to two rooms. But some of those· 
are not being used for class-room purposes, but for other 
activities, particularly at Mount Vemon. . 
Q. How many of the quonset huts of that type· are now in 
usef 
A. Eighteen. . 
· Q. We passed-I do not believe you were on this bns trip 
with us the secol)d day,. but we passed some quonset huts over· 
in the Groveton area. Is that the Groveton s·chool t 
A. ,ve have quonset huts at the Groveton school. 
Q. How long have yon l1ad those in use t 
A. About three years. 
Q. ·when was the first quonset but put into use in the· 
countvf 
A. About three years ago. 
Q. Has a:ny effort been made to replace these with desir-
able buildings since that time? 
A. There has been efforts made to secure money from the· 
Literary Fund with which to huild additions to these schools 
and also efforts as I set forth in t]1e direct testi-
page 562 ~ mony yesterday to secure a bond issue, over two 
years ago, and we were thwarted by the with-
drawal of the Falls Church people from the County. 
Q .. How many names did you need on thaf. petition in order 
to get the referendum you needed? 
A. I believe tile ]aw requires a thousand names. 
Q. Do I understand that you are saying to the Court that 
because of Falls Church becoming a city of the second class,. 
that all of Fairfax Countv was thwarted to call a referendum 
L)P,Cause you did not have· one thousand names on the peti-
,tionf 
A. We could have gotten one thousand names and many 
more and did have, but because of tlle uncertaintv with refer-
ence to whether or not those people in the area could vote on 
the referendum, it made it impractical for us to make that 
npplication. 
Q. Who gave you that advice? 
A. I am under the impression, our attorneys did, and I 
am under the impression that the· Commonwealth Attorney 
gave us that advice. 
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Q. Did you ask the Supervisors at any time to provide 
necessary funds to replace these quonset huts with desirable 
structures T . 
A. In only one case did we make a request to the Board of 
Supervisors for assii;;bmce in that respect, and 
page 563 ~ that was for an additional levy to raise $50,000 
with which to build four of these cinder block 
units. 
Q. There has been a lot of talk in recent years about antici-
pated increase in school population, and educators I think 
pretty generally have anticipated the impact would strike in 
the last two or three years and continue on. Did you make 
any studies that would lead you to believe what would hap-
pen here in Fairfax County? 
A. "\Ve did. "\Ve fully expected the increase and pointed 
out the needs of additional school buildings., and we did use 
the limit of all the money we could borrow from the Literary 
Fund during· the war period to build schools. And between 
1942 and 1948, I think I gave evidence yesterday, we put into 
school building construction $2,400,000, in an effort to meet 
the need, and had already applications in to the Literary 
Fund for about $1,000,000 more. 
Q. You c.an only build a school system, as the administrative 
s,~hool officer in the county, with funds that are provided from 
some other source, such as the Board of Supervisors or by 
direct vote of the people, is not that true 1 
A. Or by borrowing from the Literary Fund, which does 
of course, require approval of the Board of Supervisors. 
Q. And so I want you to undersiand that I am not being 
critical of what the school authorities, with you as its head, 
have attempted to do, but I do want information 
page 564 ~ as to why those who have the responsibility to 
provide you with the money have not done so 
tluring these years when population was to be increased, 
which I understand you to say you expected. 
A. I could not answer that question. They would have to 
answer the question. 
Q. Anyway, they did not provide you with the funds that 
you needed to meet the emergency which you have faced for 
two or three years 1 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Yes. Now, how many cl1ilclren are being taught in 
church rooms in the countv? -
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only two churches. There is a room in the Baptist Church 
at Annandale that enrolls, I think, about 25, and there is a 
room in the Episcopal Church at Q-roveton which enrolls 
probably 25 to 30. 
Q. How many were taught in churches two years ag·o ! 
A. I am not sure anv were taught in churcl1es two vears 
ago, but I could not aniwer that definitely, l\!Ir. Edward;. 
Q. How many children, Mr. Woodson, are being· taught in 
community buildings around the County1 
A. Only two rooms in a community building that I recall, 
and that is in the ·Temple Trailer Camp near Alexandria. 
'rhere are about sixty clJildren, I guess, there. 
Q. Does that come under the supervision of 
page 565 ~ the Lee-.J ackson Sc.hool? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Is that same thing true about the branch that is no,v 
being· taught in the Shirley-Duke Apartment rooms! 
A. That is right. 
Q. Do you consider that a satisfactory method of instruc-
tion, where there is a division of class rooms two or three 
miles from the principal who is responsible for the instruc-
tion? 
A. I find it works verv satisfactorilv because we Iiave what 
we .call a head teacher in charge of the Shirley-Duke School 
who operates that school as a principal, but it is visited eacb 
day, possibly two or three times a day, by the principal of 
Lee-Jackson, who advises and works with that teacher. 
Q. So you are pleasecl and satisfied with that kind of set-
up? 
-A. No, I prefer not. I prefer to have them all in one 
· l,uilding. 
Q. And that would be your ultimate goal, of course? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Because it is more desirable¥ 
A. That is correct. Our plans are to build a complete new 
unit at Shirley-Duke 011 the site we have acquired. 
Q. How many classes are held 011 auditorium 
page 566 ~ stages around the County? 
A. I recall three classes being held on audi-
torium stages which were not built for classrooms. "\Ve Iiave 
some auditorium stages that are built for class rooms with a 
sliding partition built in the ceiling that was so designed when 
it waR constructed. I recall onlv three others in use. 
Q. Tell me how many rooms in your present buildings are 
County of Fairfax v. City of Alexandria 435 
TVWJert T'ltcker Woodson. 
sub-standard, and that you propose to eliniinate from use. 
A. I believe that Exhibit No. 36 shows 342 temporary class-
rooms. 
11age 567 ~ Q. Does the Mount Vernon High School have 
an auditorium t 
A. No. 
(~. Do you think it is a desirable thing to have a high school 
without auditorium facilities f · 
A: An auditorium is verv deRirable. 
Q. Have you asked your" Board of Supervisors to provide 
you with funds in order that this deficiency in the l\Iount 
Vemon High School might be met Y 
A. No, we have not. \Ve applied for literary funds for 
that. 
Q. Does Mount Vernon High School, which when you pass 
along the road looks to be a Yery nice high school, have a 
gymnasium? 
A. It does not. 
Q. Do you consider that a desirable part of a high school? 
A. It is very desira bl{) in a high school. 
Q. Have you made any effort to get an appropriation from 
the Board of Supervisors for that? 
A. Through literary loans only. We haven't asked the 
Board of Supervisors to make a direct levy to raise the 
moneys to build any of these buildings except the four-room 
building I mentioned a moment ago where they asked for 
fifty thousand doll a rs. . 
Q. Do you have a cafeteria at the Mount Vernon SchooH 
A. \Ve do not. 
])age 568 ~ Q. Do you consider that desirable? 
A. Wedo. 
Q. Has an effort been made to get money with which to 
lmild iU 
A. The same effort that has been made for the gymnasium 
and auditorium. 
Q. Some of the children in this annexed area att~nd schools 
with these deficiencies. 
A. One hundred of them. 
Q. The Falls Church High School also takes care of a few 
of these children in the annexed area? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. ,Vben was that school built? 
A. About 1944 or 1945 the firRt building was constructed. 
Q. And an addition was added when? 
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A. About 1947. 
Q .. Does that school possess this desirable auditorium that 
we are in full agreement on Y 
A. It does not. 
Q. Does it have a gymnasium which we consider to be es-
sential in a modern high school t 
A .. It has locker and shower rooms for boys and girls ancl 
what is known as a multi-purpose room next to it which is. 
rather larg·e and serves some of the purposes for 
page 569 } physical education but not all of the purposes of" 
· a· g·ymnasium .. 
Q. Does ·it have a cafeteria Y 
A. This multi-purpose room serves as a cafeteria and a 
' kitchen is next. 
Q. Now the Fairfax High School to which a few of these 
children go has all of these facilities. 
A. That is right. 
Q. And it also offers courses and from the evaluative-
criteria introduced it stands n bove all of the other high 
schools in the County. 
A. It does in physical plant, but I can't say in offering .. 
I think the offerings of the other schools are just about equal,. 
that is the academic offering and even physical education. 
Of course, the physical education has to be held outdoors in 
the other schools, and we hold the physical education classes 
outdoors in Fairfax High School when the weather permits. 
"\Ve try to arrange our classes when the weather is inclement 
so that the physical education people take their health classes 
in indoor class rooms when the weather is inclement. 
Q. We were particularly interested in the Lee-Jackson 
School at the time tllis snit was filed, and the allegation was 
made that the school system in tlle Connty was inadequate to 
meet the needs of the area. I understood you to say yester-
day, however, in reference to that school that it was over-
cirowded, in reply to M:r. McCandlish's question; is that 
right7 
page 570 f A. Yes. 
Q. Your answer also stated that it was due to 
an increase of 447 pupils for 1950-51 o,rer the 1949-50 session. 
Am I correct in thatf 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Now Mr. ,voodson, isn't it a fact that that school was· 
overcrowded before these 447 students came 1n the 1950-51 
session? 
A. That is correct. 
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Q. You said yesterday that it was due to the 1950-51 con-
ditions. It really was due to conditions that bad obtained 
further back than just that school year. 
A. I wouldn't agree with that fully ,because we had made 
arrangements for classrooms at Belle View and had we not 
had this additional increase in enrollment, the facilities pro-
vided at Belle View would have been more than enough to 
relieve the overcrowding at Lee-Jackson. · 
Q. Now the Lee-Jackson School is also the school which 
·has a partitioned stag·e, is j t not? 
A. No, that stage is one of those so designed by the archi-
t<~ct for classroom use with the sliding partition built on 
trncks in the ceiling. 
Q. Do you consider tlmt desirablei 
A. It works very satisfactorily. 
Q. I hand you what purports to be a picture 
page 571 ~ of the partitions of the Lee-Jackson auditorium 
for temporary classrooms and for a library and 
ask you if that is a picture of the facility in that school. 
.A.. That was the situation at the beginning of this year, 
for last year and the beginning of tllis year. As soon as we 
got the additional classes in Belle View., we discontinued the 
nse of the auditorium at Lee-Jackson High School for class-
room purposes. 
Q. So again going back to your answer on yesterday, the 
condition that is reflected in this picture is a condition that 
existed for the 1949-50 sesssion which was on the verge of 
the time that this suit was brought. 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Now will yon look at the picture in the lower right-hand 
corner of this clipping from the newspaper which purports 
to be an assembly of the children in the Lee-,Jackson School 
using steps for an auditorium. Is that a correct situation 
that existed? 
A. That isn't correct. That didn't exist at Lee-Jackson 
it existed at Bailey's. 
Q. I am sorry, I mean Bailey's. That is the school on Co-
lumbia Pike and Leesburg Highway? · 
A. That is right. 
Mr. Edwards: vVe want to introduce this. 
Mr. l\foCandlish: ,vhat date is that? 
page 572 ~ Mr. Edwards: This appeared in the Sunday 
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(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked "Exhibit City No. 24. ") 
Hv l\lr. Edwards: 
· Q. Now yesterday I noted that you took exception to some-
thing that Mr. ·williams had said about musical instruction 
in the County schools and pointed out that you do have quali-
fied and trained persons in that field. Ons of them, I believe, 
or maybe more than that, had graduated from Northwestern 
-University, one of the flue schools in this country. I hand 
you what purports to be tl1e music room in the Bailey's Cross-
roads High School and ask you if this is the place where this 
gentleman that gTaduatcd from Northwestern teaches his 
music. 
A. This is in the Bailey's Elementary School, not the high 
school, and this is where he practices with his band students. 
He is a graduate of the Shenandoah Conservatory of Music. 
l\fr. Edwards: I want to offer this in evidence as Exhibit 
City 25. 
(The document so identified was received in evidence and 
marked ''Exhibit City No. 25.'') 
raage 573 ~ By Mr. Edwards: 
Q. And you lia ve added ten more in 1950 f 
. A. They are much larg·er and much nicer than that. 
Q. But the)r are still quonset buts. 
A. So-called, yes. 
(Newspaper picture of quonset huts was received in evi-
dence and marked "Exhibit City No. 26. ") 
The ·witness: May I say the eleven quonset huts secured 
this year are much nicer and we have placed in them perma-
nent concrete floors, and have asphalt tile on the floors, and 
we have built up each side with cinder block before the quon-
:;;e~ huts were set on them, in order to give us higher ceiling 
nNghts. 
By l\Ir. Edwards: 
Q. Is it going to be tlie policy-is it the policy of the Board 
of Supervisors by making concrete floors in these 1950 quon-
Aet huts and building· them up with cinder blocks, to use those 
as permanent school structures in the future t 
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A. Not for clc1 s::;- roorn,;. The,· rnav be m;ecl for certain 
:--lnclent acfo·ities as fie ld house; and-so forth in connection 
with athletics aJJ<l games. 
Q. I bclie,·e, :\lr. \\'oodson, ihnl in U1c Shirley-Duke area 
you ha,·e pla11 :-; for th e construction of a school that is going 
Io cost, accor<.li11g Io :,·our estimate, a round $445,000, is tl1at 
:(:Ol'l'ecU 
page 573a } By Mr. Edward:: 
Q. X ow I am su r<:', T\f r. ,Yoodson, you do not 
Hpprove of that ki11cl of cllYiro11me11l fo r the mus ic teachers. 
A.. Surcl>·· ,Ye arc goiug to co rrect that as soo11 as pos-
.sible. 
Q. That is the kind of en,·iromncll l the City had in mind) 
1l1ough, when thi s suit was brought. 
l\Ir. 1farsh: Now, if the C'ourt please, I object to these 
::. ide remark: of Mr. Edwa rds, with-
1Ir. Edward. : ,Yell, I am sorry--
-:\fr. 1Iarsh : Just a minute. Let me get my excep tion in 
tl1e r ecord. 
] wish the Conrt would admoni~l1 him in resp ect to such 
rernarks. If he want ::; to tes tify, it is pcr fectl~- all right when 
J,p gels on the s tand, but we object to these side r emarks and 
<·racks . 
• Judge Brown: I think he has a 1 ready been aclmon i sh ed. 
H,· Mr. Edwards : 
· Q. I belie,·c I a,-ked ~-ou about the quonset huts at Orove-
f 011. I s tliis n picture of th e qu om,et lrnts the re? 
A. Yes. Tliis is the quonscl hut, nnd this is a temporary 
l'l'nme buildir1g-. 
'.\fr. Edwa rds : ,re offer this picture in e,idencc. 
rrhe ,Yit11css : 1'he,· are tl1ree of ihe c;e,·en we secured bc-
fo re th is ~-ca r. 
page 574: ~ Mr. Mc°Candlish: Exhibit 41 , Mr. ,Yoo<l~on. 
Bv '.\Ir. J~dwar<ls : 
· Q. I believe that is exhibit 41, '.\fr. ,Yoodson. 
A. Shi rley-Dukc, $445,000, 20-class room building- whicl1 in 
addition to class rooms would hnvc multi-purpose rooms, li-
braries, auditorium, ca Feteria, p rincipal 's office, clinic, secr e-
t a rv's office, two s torage roomc;, teache rs ' room. 
(~. And has the county acqui red the property upon which 
io build this school? 
440 
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Q. From whom was it uc,p1ired l 
A. l!-,rom the Corporation which i s de,·elopiug the iuea. 
Q. Was it acquired for t be purpose of building tbe scbool l' 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. "\\'bat consideration passed between the Shirley-Dnke-
people and the County? 
A. As I recall, no charge was made fol' this property. They 
cooperated with tbe Boa L'Cl in an effort to, secure tbe school 
site.. 
Q. 'Tl1ey gave the property to the County for the purpose 
of buiJ.ding the school 2 
A. As I recall, tbere was no charge, uuless tber e was a 
nomi-nul cbarge only. 
Q. ,Vas it given to be used for {he building of 
page 575 ~ this school Y 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. I am afraid that I misnndei-stood you on yeste rday 
about the double shift being employed in the school system. 
Vi rst tell me bow rna11y children ar e on so-called double-
shifts f • 
A. I would not bl' able to answer tlrnt question from 
memory. 
Q. "\"\Tould you be able to get tbat at the recess hour1 
Do you recall how long <louble sliifts Lave been used in 
the system 1 
A.· As we11 as I recall, la t :vcar is a s far back as ,,·e went 
~. witll double shifts, and 11e-vcr above ·ccond grade. Thi. year 
we Irnve children on double s hifts up tllroup:h fourth graclc: 
tempo ra rily until room can be secured in the ,villston de-
velopment wl1ich we expect to have possibly next week, when 
we w ill be able to elimi11ate tli0 double shifts at Oak Str eet 
ancl Graham Road . 
Q. You said on yeste rday tJ1at tbere was a very f,worabl e· 
1·eaction to that type of instruction, and that there were many 
that frankly p referred it. Arn I to umlerstand ihat you sub-
sc ribe to that type of system? 
A . I did not saY font. T said rnanv of om mothers like 
it, a11d it is not a·s bad as it would a·ppear, because of the-
fact that two teaciie1·s ar e with a group of 25 to 30 p upils 
at al1 times, and it is just fo r the first or second 
page 576 ~ grades, where I think it docs not work too badly r 
and then, too, the children w1th tho8e two t0acbers 
are in a room not long· e11ougb to become too fat igued too 
tired. They are fresb
0 
for two to three· bom:: anct' for ' tha t 
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r eason can work more rapidly than if it ,rere extcnde<l for n 
longer time, hut I prefer that tbof;c children remain in sc11oot 
until around 2 o'clock. 
Q. I s it not a fact that in the field of education you eclu<'a-
tors condemn tha t kind of thing anc1 avoicl it wlicre-.;- e r pos-
s ible? 
A. P e r sonall~· I do not prefer it hut tl1e re arc many ecluea-
tors wbo do prefer i1 and adYocate 0 11ly lrnlf-day se:;sions for 
those primary people. 
}fr. Edw::ll'ds : TH the series of rclen:-:es, X o. 2 of whi rh 
l1a s been r eferred to I would like to i11tro<luce a t this t ime 
into the r eco rd Release ~o. :2, 011 \\·hich I han already ex-
mnined yo u, a. Cit~- Exhibit 27. 
(School Board R elease Xo. :2 was r eceived in e,·ic.lence and 
marked " Exllibit C' it r Ko . 27. ") 
Mr. E dwa rds : Rel0c1se Ko. 3 hns already been introclnccd 
Ly you. I would like to offer as Cit:· Exlli l)it :28 :·our r elec1se 
Xo. 4, and also relea se:-; 5 :rncl 6 ns exhibit s :29 and 30. 
page 577 ~ (School Board R elea -:cs Xos. -!, 5 and 6 were 
r ccei,·ecl i II evidence and ma rkec.l "Exliibi ts Cit, 
X OS. 28, 29 HlHl :30.' ') . 
BY }fr. Edwards : 
·Q. Now, 011 Release Xo. 4, afte r poi11ti 11g out g-ood schools 
and thei r value to n eorn11mnity, yo n make the s tatemen t rr-
fcrri11g to F airfax County, ::md I quot e, "Tl is lacking i11 mueh 
of the other clcs irahlc attrnctirrns that ])l'ing· peo1)lc as pcrnrn-
ncnt r esident s." "\\'hat did YOn havr in miucl when YOU used 
lhat language? · · 
A. I will ha,·c to . tudy thii:; a li t tlc more car eful]:·, 1fr. 
~J<1wa rc1s. I haYc no clear mHler,=tnnclinp; of what is in tended 
the re, unless it is intended as supplemental to the exccllcrit 
n rlcrial highwa)·s. 
Q. Didn 'l you lrnve in mind tl1e c;choo] P ? 
A. ·w e have menti011ccl scl1ools c1ho ,·c. 
Q. Yes, 1 know. 
A. Of course, I wonlcl ag ree t hat 5rood schools do make a 
communi tY more desi rah le. 
(.J. Ancf that from the school :-tm1(ipoint, not blaming YOU 
no"·, Fairfax C"ou11t y i"' not as nt traet iYe ns it rnigl.Jt b~ to 
per sons who arc int erested in good schools? 
' l 
i • 
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A. J,~xpcrie11cc docs not show us that, because the people 
<·oH ti11ue to pour in h e re . I wonlJ thi11k that wonld be true, 
but the evidence doe-; not. subs tantiate it. 
pngc G18 ~ Q. And in these r clea ·es, now that >·ou ha,·e 
mentioned that, don't you po int out tbat tlt cy arc 
11011ri 11g in because of ·w a1d1ingto11 a nd fi ll ing up of Arlington 
,11 1J Ute surrounding co nnnunities a11cl a r c now sp illing over 
i11to F'airfax a s being tl1e r easo11 why they n re comi11gf 
A. I s uppose that i s one renson they come, but at lite same 
i. ime thcv do not co me unlcs ,.; tltc\· w is l1 to. 
Q. One further thing-, and I wiil 11 ol bothe r you HIIY more . 
You asked for mt op inion, I belieYe from th e Atlonte>' for 
t ile f)chool B oard a n d the Attorne\· for th e Commonwea lth in 
n•fcrence to cer1ai11 problems that might result if m11 1exa -
1 io11 wa s decreed eitJ1e r he re or in Fa ll s Church . "Would YOU 
m in1l producing t hat letter, botlt r0q uesti ng the opinion ~ntd 
tl1<> repl;d 
) fr . ~IeCandli slt : If the Court p leases: we object to th e 
i 11 troductio11 of thi s lett e r on the gro u11d tliat it is a priYil eg:ecl 
N)111munication. Ile was a skirn!· tlte Rtto rnev for tT1e School 
:Boa rel a nd the C'ommonwealtlt ':-; Attorney for mi 01Jinion for 
1ltc purposes of the S chool Board. W e fee l it is j us t tis p ,·ivi-
legctl a:; the p rel imin a r .v an nexa tion l'eport which tlie Ci ty 
refu:-;ccl to produce in th is case, a nd we . trenuous l~· object 
to 1 lie letter being iHtrocluccd. 
'fh is Court, of cou rse, is not bound by th e opinion of the 
Commonwea lth's Attorney nor of ~fr. \Yoocl ~ou, 
1,ag·e 379 ~ so fa r c1s that is concerned. 
~fr. Edwards : I am i-;urpr iscd at these ge11tle-
m e 11 making· the objecti011. ':l1he same (]uestion was a sked in 
the li'alls Church ca se. T he letter was voluntarily pre. ontccl 
1111d made a part of tl1c r ecord, ancl i t is now a part of th e 
r ecords of thi s Cour t 
J\l r. )IcCancllish : The fnct that we did not nrnkc an oh-
,icet ion in the Falls Clmrch case has nothing to do wi th this 
case . 
;.lr. Edwa rds : rr lwt lette r is now a public record in the 
rC'c·ords of this Cou rt in tlte case of Falls Church ag·aiHst 
l •'ai rfnx County. 
Mr. ;\ lcCa]l(i]i sh: 'l'l ia t is correct. It i s not pad of tlte 
rrcords in this case, though . 
. Judge Brown : ,Ye feel th a t the objection should he sns-
tained. 
) [r. Edwards : I " ·,mt to HE'k that this go in for wbate,~er 
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1.1:-c in the fu lm e n1c1>· be 11cccs. ·ar~· of it, of tltc letter which 
) lr. '\Yoo<lso11 wl'ote rct1ucsfo1g t!Jc opin ion. Do you b.aYe a 
copy of that lctlcl' ? 
'J'hc 1Yi tm·s~ ; l do 11ot ha vc it with rne here. 
). fr. Edwards : Do you hm·e it i 11 your office, as it was 
at the last trial! 
Jl r. :Mcl'andli sl1: "\\'c ohjcct to that 011 the same ground. 
Judge Brown: Ohjectio11 i::; usta illed. 
1H1g-e 580 ~ ::\I r. Edwa rds: I hn \'C the rig·ht to put in thi::-
rcco rcl tl1 nl thi s c\·idcnce i · beiug excluded. If 
this case went to the Appellate Court, for in ·tance, how could 
IJ1e.\· pasi::; upon tl,e rn lidity of the Court's rnling u nlc ·s they 
lrn\·c the exhibit befo re them to :-;cc ·what it conla ius/ 
.J udgc Brown : J do11 't thi nk that C]Uestion has come up 
yrt. This was n cl iffcrciit letter. J thought the first thing 
Y OU wanted was the letter \\Tit tcn by ::\Ir. :olal'sh aud i\Ir. 
Alexander. 
JJ r. Etlwal'ds : I wnnted I wo lei (er , just as we had in the 
l;all s Clrnl'cli ca:e. T!Je fil'st letter is the letter from Mr. 
'\\'ooclsoll to the Attor110~:s rec1u0sl ing their opinion on a11-
w,xation problems, and tlw Pccond letter, jus t as in the Falls 
Chu rch case, which a rc 110w p ubl ic records iu this Court, is 
tile reply lo :.\[r. '\Yooc.lson 's letter . 
. Judge Brown : That \\'H !". not U1c order in "'liich you asked 
for them. 
J\ lr. Etlwm·ds : I don 't tl1 ink it was. T asked fo r lhe reply 
lwfore I asked f'or the otlwr, bu( 1 wm1t both. 
,Judge Brown: The C'ourt is sustain ing both objection~. 
Yon can get the let ters nn<l l1avc thern put in (he l'Ccord to 
!'how what you want to argue to the Court of Appeals about 
1 h<'m being admiss ible. 
i\Jr. E(lwnrcls : Ro long as I get tl1em in tho 
page 581 r the record is al l T am COTICe rncd about. 
Will you supply a covy of' the lette r you wrote 
ancl the reply of' Mr. Mar sh ? 
~Ir. McC'ancllish: Tfo re is the rcpl:,-. 
T he '\Yit11ess : You clo not l1av(l !lie ela te, do :vou ? 
-:\ fr. Edwards : I han> a ~·k<'cl these gc11ilemc11 to h~we copies 
of these letters, and I think the~· hin·e th0111 here and will 
sa...-e YOU the trou blc. 
:\rr: :.\IcCanc.llish: F'chruary 20 is the elat e of ~-our letter. 
BY )fr. Eclwanls : 
·Q. :.\Ir. \\'ooch,on, will you get the copy of your rer:tuest, 
t lwn ? 
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A . ""\vritat i · the elate of the reply ? 
Q. The date of the reply is February 21, 1950. 
)Ir. R oger s : Your lett er , Ur. \Yoodson, was F ebrua ry :20, 
1950. 
The \\i tne::;s : Addres:cd to the Commonwealth 's Attor-
11 cv1 
1rr. Rogers : That is correct, sir. 
T he " 'itness : You ba,·c a copy of t.he r eply, so you onl)· 
want oru· le tter? 
By 3Ir. E dwards: 
Q. I have a copy of tTic r eply. ,,ilil you just get a copy 
of yo ur lctt.e l', so tbat I lllay put i t in evidence 
p age 582 ~ Lene? 
A. All r ig·ht. 
Mr. E cl wn l'cl s : rrlrnt is all. 
)Ir. nlcCnndliRli: You a re not putti11g a number on tha t 
:ire you ? 
The Cle rk: No. 
J udge 'McCa rthy: I tI1 iuk it ~hould hav-e a numbc-r for 
iuen tificn ti 011. 
:i\f r. Edwards : Thal is rip;I11, for icTc-n tifica.tion, ~nd re-
jerted. 
J udge B rown: Wl1:1t is tfie nm11bc1· of it? 
3Jr. Roge rs : Ile is marking a number of let t er s that pre-
ceded it, Your Honor. 
J udge Brown: Just mnrk it "Xo. 3I for identification only. 
(Letter elated Februa ry :21, rn;m, to ) k , ,-. T . ""\Yoa<fso11 
was marked fo r ident ificn tion '' City Exhibit :n.") · 
RE-DlRECT EXA11IKAT10:\f. 
Ry ) [r . :McCnnc11ish : 
Q. :\fr. \\'ooclson, has t he Boa rd of Snpcn ·i sors ever r efugctl 
to approve an applicat ion fo r a Lit er a ry Lom1 tba:t you !mow 
of? 
A. Ro~ 
JHr. JUursT1: I cl itl not unclersfon d ~'our angwer: Speak a 
lit tle clearer, pTcasc. 
The \Yitn<' ss: ~o, t he Board of Supe1T ison; 
page 583 ~ has never cleclinccl to approve a request fo r a 
Literary loan as far us I can recalL 
\, 
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By :Mr. :McCand1ish : 
Q. The re has been a lot of talk a bou l the S hirley -D uke 
1iroper ty . How long b as tha t deYeloprne11t been occup ied '? 
How Jong has i t been a scl1ool p r oblem ! 1 will put i t that 
way. 
A. This yea r . A f ew cl.ti ldren s tarted t o move in las t y ear, 
but the number was neg lig ible. 
Q. \Yill the cro"·d cd coHd itions in t lie n ll"ious sc:hools 
which have been out lined ln· } fr. E dwards. be corrected bv 
the expendi tures of the $1~~000,000 ::;et out ' m your exhibit 
~f o. 41'? 
A. vVe expect them to be. 
Q. Now, these various r elcnses which YOU made ·were for 
t he purpose of s tinrnlatino· i11t er cst in tlJe bond issue, is lJOt 
r Lia t con ect ! 
A . l!-,or that p u rp ose solely. 
i\Ir. l\Ic0andlisb : Tlrnt is nil. 
Mr. E chrn r<1s : Tha t is al l. 
Judge B rown : L et us take a r ecess fo r a bont fiv0 min ute::.. 
( .A brief recess was iahn.) 
} fr. }IcCandlish : }fr. Kalle. 
page 584 r ']' h er eupon 
ROB fDRT L. KANE 
' a wi tness call<>d by com1;;ol fo r t he Defendan t s, hm·ing been 
fo:, l d u ly :worn, was exarninetl and tc. iified ns follows : 
DIR1~CT E.XA".\ fI;-JATIOX. 
Bv 1Ir. M cCandlish : 
· Q. Give n,; you r name, r csidenee mid occ-npa tion. 
A. R obert L . K ane. My bus iness r os idc11cc 105 South 
"\Y ashington Street, 1\Jcxantlri;1, Virgiu i;\. 
Q. ·w ha t ii:; your occupation ? 
A. R eal estate broke r. 
Q. How long lul\'e you hcc11 a r eal estai o bl'okcr? 
A. Over :30 years. 
Q. Arc yon familia r witli the Yalnes in Alexall(1rin and 
yicin itY? 
A. Y cs, I nm. 
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Q. ,rer e you reqne:-; led by the C'ounty of Fni r f"a x to 111ake 
a nilnat io11 of tlie r eal esta te lotaled in tlie S hirl e)'-Duke a rea 
0 11 "·L ich the Coun ty proposes to build a school ! 
A . Yes, s i r. 
Q. And i11 yom opinion what is t l,e value of ll iat r eal es-
ta te? 
}\[r. Edwards : X ow, if it please the Court-
.Judge BrO\rn : ,Y,rnt p ropert~- is that ? 
:\Ir. -:\IcC'm1cllish: The value of the p rope rty iu 
page 58.5 r i l1e Shirley-Dnke arect on wl,ich t he county wi shes 
to build a scliool. T do not know y et what Mr. 
J•M wa rds ' objection is . 
Mr. E dwa rds : ,Ye object to the int roduction of m t)· tes t i-
mom· as to the Ya lue of this school. for the reason that the 
<'Olll{t y is not enti tled to Hll)' pa~'me11t for this propert)· . The 
ovi cl e11ee discloses a t tliis poi11t, from the mouth of a C()\rnty 
w ilne;:;s, t hat this p rnpe rty was gi ven to the Count.\· School 
noa rd by the cle,·elop er s of the Sl iirley-Duke propert)·, im-
prcs~ed wi(h a t rus t. and wi t hout cons iderat ion except to 
l1uik1 a school thereon . 
Kow if a nnexation hecomes e ffoC'tive, tliey will not he able 
1o eomp]y with the trus (, which wns a co1isic1eration fo r tile 
f rnn,fe-r,· mid therefore they ,,.-ill not be entitled to the prop-
crh· . 
Reconc1l:,-, t ha t if the)· be ~-i ,·en the rig-lit to collect $50,000-
oc1<1 aR thi s witness, I am infonnecl, w ill testify the value of 
the property ma y be, fo r property which was given to them 
without t he payment of one r0d coppe r cont H few months 
ag·o upon the conside ration anc1 impresrnd with the tru:-:t of 
lmikling· this school, tha t it will be unjust enrichmen t nn,d a 
wind fall to wl1ich this connty is not entitled, an<l I d o 'l,lot 
1,elic:n,·e that miy court woulcl tole rn (c., it. ... 
\Ye objert to the testimony Oll t lrnt point. 
:i[r. i\rcCandlish: Tr the Court. pleases, we do not concec~ 
that any court wou ldn't tolen1tc this pa )-rnent to the County· ~-
for this school ,;ite. 'rlie statute makes a di Rt inc- ~ ~-
})H!.!,'C 586 ~ t ion between r:-cliools nnd other imp rovementR foy ·~ ·,· 
which the Coullt)- is entitled to payment, and the 
Court of Appeals has alrend:;· .::;fated that so far as rna<ls and 
1liat sort of tl1i11g are concerned, ihnt if the Counh- paid noth-
ing for them then tlwy a re enti1l0d to receive nothing. How-
pver. tl1ere is a sepHn1te s0cli011 in the Code 011 schools and 
ihc County is cntitlcc1 to the then-rnlue of the property. 
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lt is ou r opi11 io11 that tl1ey arc elltitled to payment for tl 1is 
110 matte r whether it i:-: a gift o r whether tl1cy paid for it-
tl1e (!ouu t~· is ent itled to payrncHt. 
1[r . .h:dwarcls : .Just a minute. Gentlemen, this is the poiut: 
lt is not bv Yi rtue of the a 11110xntion sta tu tP to w b ich he re· 
fen; t hat Tam objcctiug, hut it is the t ra nsfe r o f a piece of 
propcrt? the considC'rntion for which was lo clo a specific act, 
and when they fa iled to do it, or arc un able to do it h,· Yir tue 
of mmcxation, the re is a failu re of consideration ancl there-
fo re the~· are not ahlc to gin us good title to the p rope rty . 
. Jmlge Brown: "\Ve feel that foe oviclcuce !-ihoukl p:o in a t 
tl1is time. Tha t is a question that can he argued later, as to 
(lie arnotmts. 
:.\fr. Edwards : ,re except to the ruling of the Cour t. 
Jh :.\fr . i\[cC'and li sh : 
· Q. ProcC'ccl 
pag·e 587 } A . ~fy appra isal of this properly is $53,100. 
Q. On what clid you ba<;e that! Wl1at is the 
s izP of it in the fi rst place ? 
A. T he acreage is S.!)82 ncrcs. Tha t is the t ota 1 H rra of 
1 he school site. 1 was told hY M r. Gord o 11 , who is one of the 
owne rs , nnd a lso h:v 1f r. Bob "\Yilso n, l1is engineer, that ap-
lJroxinwtely s ix acres of this wns usable. It was a hig·h piece 
of µ:rou11(1 and it hncl to b<' cut down, ancl there is about six 
nen•s of usable ground. I took into consi(lerat ion its prox-
imit~· to the C ity o f Alexandria , th e p r ox imity to "~a sbi11g·-
to11, 1hc ut ilities, r ornpa rnhle <;:, Jes, zoni11g-, a 11cl ot her thing. 
tlwt c:om c to mind nnd enter into an appraisal. 
(J. H ow is that proper!~· :w11ed? 
A. Thnt proper!.,· was zoned :-mlmrha n zo11ing·. That allow;:; 
for spccinl nsc l'o r apa r tmen t s o r yon conl cl build s ingle-
f :1111 ily houses with tc11 thousa nd squa re f cct of g r ound . 
. ) rr . :\rcCandlish : That is all, sir. 
) fr. Edwards : X o question . 
.Tll(hre Brown : TR that all YOH want of tllis witness? 
1 [r. 'l\rrCanc11ish : T h a t is nil, sir. 
T he otl10r Ynhws were sti pulated to. 
:i[ r. Duncan, will you he swom, pkase? 
... 
.. 
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Thereupon 
page 588 ~ E BNER R. DUNCA:J 
was called as a witness on behalf of the Comity 
and, haYing been duly sworn, was examined and testifi ed a s 
follows: 
DIRECT E XAl\ILNATlON. 
By }fr. 1\IcCandlish: 
Q. Your uame, residence and occupal iou . 
A . Ebner R. Duncan, business adcl rcss 91G Pri11ce Street, 
A lexandria , Virginia; real estate broke r . 
Q. H ow long have you been in the r eal estate business ·] 
A . Approxima tely fifteen years. 
Q. A. re you familiar with Yalue. in anc1 about tbe City o[ 
A lexandria 1 
A. lam. 
Q. At tbe reqnest of the County, have you ntlued thi Rchool 
s ite a t the Shirley-Duke Apartment p ro,iect ? 
A. I have. 
M r . Edwards: F or the pu rpo~e of the record, we want to 
interpose: the i:;ame objection, :rnc.l I assume the same ruling 
as we did to similar testimony by the p nn·ious witness.. 
Judge Brown: Very well. 
Bv )Ir. 1\lcCandJii.;h: 
·Q. How much acreage is in the prop el'iy ! 
A. TberP is 8.892 a cres, ancl it ii.; apTJroximatel~· six acre. 
usable fo r schooh;. Tl1e r0st of it is in tc~ta,rl 
page 689 ( It is high property and runs <low11bill. "1' 
property l 
Q. Iii your opinion, whai is the nilne 
A. $38,100. 
Q. And l1ow did you al'rivc <1l that va lue? '\ 
pag;e 590 ~ A. ·we took into <·011'<irleration other sa le", 111P 
zoning·, tli0 u1ili1i0s avnilahlc, and the c:loRc p1·ox-
irnity of ...:\Icxm1dria and \\·ashingtou. 
)fr. Md 'amllisl1: Thai is all. 
)Inv tl 10ge wi tnesse<; be excnsccl ? 
.Juclg;e Bl'own : Yes. 
::\[r. ::\fc:('ancllisli : )fr. Schumann. 
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